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LOCAL 

CONTACTS 



Blackburn & Darwen 
United Against Racism 

PO Box 632, Blackburn 
BB4 4WT 

Bolton Against Racism 

c/o 16 Wood Street, Bolton. BL11DY 

www.boltonagainstracism.org.uk 

info@boltonagainstracism.org.uk 

Burnley Against Fascism 

PO Box 358, Burnley, 

BB11 2WA 

Bury Against Racism/ 

United Against Fascism 

karen.evans@virgin.net 
Tel: 07974 400183 

Hyndburn Against Racism 

Hyndburn-against-racism@fsmail.net 

Merseyside Coalition 
Against Racism and Fascism 

c/o TGWU, 143 Sefton Street 
Liverpool L8 5SN 

Oldham United Against Racism 

c/o Oldham Law Centre, 

Archway House, Bridge Street, 
Oldham 0L1 1ED 

Pendle UAF 

PO Box 2027 
Colne, Lancs BB8 OXA 

Ribble Valley Against Racism 

PO Box 95, Whalley, 

Clitheroe BB7 9WW 
www.rvar.org.uk 

Rochdale United Against Fascism 

Wigan & Leigh United 
Against Racism 

7 Alder Avenue, Worsley Hall 
Wigan WN5 9PY 
chitchen@fsi.li.man.ac.uk 


Yorkshire & The Humber 

Bradford Anti-Fascist Committee 

Bradford TUC-AFC 
c/o 17-21 Chapel St, 

Bradford BD1 5DT 
afc@bradfordtuc.org.uk 

Calderdale Communities Against 
Racism and Calderdale Unity 

c/o GMB Clifton House, Clifton Road, 
Brighouse, HD6 1SL 
calderdaleunity@yahoo.co.uk 

Kirklees Unity 

PO Box 310, 

Huddersfield HD1 3YU 


Leeds Unity 

c/o Leeds NUT, West Park Centre, 
Spen Lane, Leeds, LS16 5BG 
leedsunity@hushmail.com 

Sheffield Campaign Against 
Racism and Fascism 

c/o Sheffield TUC, 

Trades & Labour Club, Talbot Street, 
Sheffield S2 2TG 

Wakefield & Five Towns United 
Against Racism 

PO Box 462, Wakefield WF2 7WW 

York Unite Against Fascism 

yorkunity@hotmail.com 


| Eastern 

Broxbourne Against Racism 

PO Box 13679, London N1 1AA 
contact@broxar.org.uk 

South East Essex Coalition 
Against Racism 

c/o Searchlight Magazine 
PO Box 1576, Ilford IG5 ONG 


I East Midlands 

Communities Against Racism in 
Derbyshire (CARD) 

c/o Derbyshire Unemployed 
Workers Centre, 54 Saltergate, 
Chesterfield S40 UR 


West Midlands 

Dudley Unite Against Fascism . 

PO Box 9302, Smethwick B67 6JG. 
Tel: 07712 683023 
dudley@blackcountryunity.net 

Sandwell UAF 

PO Box 9302, Smethwick B67 6JG 
Tel: 07712 683023 
sandwell@blackcountryunity.net 

Wolverhampton, Bilston 
& District TUC 

PO Box 2917, 

Wolverhampton WV2 2YA 
wolves.tuc@unisonfree.net 

Walsall UAF 

PO Box 9302, Smethwick B67 6JG 
Tel: 07712 683023 
walsall@blackcountryunity.net 

Northamptonshire 
Unite Against Racism 

c/o NREC, Victoria Centre, Palk Road, 
Wellingborough NN8 1HT 
info@northamptonshirerec.org.uk 


North Staffordshire Campaign 
Against Racism & Fascism 

PO Box 1960. Stoke-on-Trent ST6 1WF 
NorSCARF@burslem.demon.co.uk 


I London 

Barking & Dagenham and Havering 
Together 

The Labour Hall, Tenterden Road 
Dagenham RM8 1QA 
Tel: 07759 660230 

Enfield UAF 

07812 179856 enfielduaf@coolift.com 
www.enfielduniteagainstfascism.co.uk 

Redbridge Together 

PO Box 1576, Ilford IG5 ONG 
07759 660 230 

| North East 

Gateshead Against the Nazis 

6 Ellison Street, Gateshead NE8 1AY 
Tel: 0191-477-6638 
unison@unisonfree.net 

Sunderland Coalition 
Against Racism and Fascism 

c/o Unison City of Sunderland Branch 
Grange Lodge, Grange Crescent 
Sunderland SR2 7BN 
team@unison-sc.ace.co.uk 

Tees Valley Unites Against Racism 

c/o GMB, Cleveland House, 

7 Woodlands Road 
Middlesbrough TS1 3BH 

Tyne & Wear Anti-Fascist 
Association 

c/o Unison, Room 145, Civic Centre 
Newcastle upon Tyne NE1 8QH 
0191 272 1211 
twafa@twafa.org.uk 

] South East 

Saltdean for Tolerance and Respect 

PO Box 164, Brighton BN1 7WB 


Wales 

Wales Friends of Searchlight 

Cardiff Centre for Trade Union Studies 
182 Habershon Street 
Splott, Cardiff CF24 2LE 

To get your group’s details 
included on this list in future 
editions of the magazine 
please contact Searchlight. 
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Editorial 


Moving on 

This month Searchlight leaves Unite Against Fascism. 
Searchlight had members on UAF’s steering committee 
but, like others, we found it difficult to function when 
decisions were being made elsewhere. But the prime 
reason for our departure is because it is incompatible 
for us to be in an organisation that is pushing a different 
strategy to our own. We believe that localised 
campaigning on broader issues than racism, 
fundamental as racism is, is the key to turning back the 
British National Party’s electoral advance. 

We have found it impossible to work with UAF in any 
meaningful sense for some considerable period of time. 
However, the final straw has been public accusations 
that we are pandering to racism by addressing the issue 
of the grooming of young women in Keighley. We believe 
that if we did not address the issue then the BNP would 
be given a free hand to use it to garner votes. 

We believe that what is needed is not a big national 
campaign, but localised campaigning to counter the BNP’s 
own targeted campaigning. Local campaigns should 
ideally be rooted in the trade union movement - because 
of its capabilities - which in turn should mobilise the 
broadest possible alliance of forces. And because fascism is 
about more than racism we simply do not believe that 
UAF’s concept of black leadership is appropriate for an 
anti-fascist organisation. Racism is just one part of what 
fascism is about and it cannot be reduced to it. 


Also, there was only ever so long that we could 
participate in an organisation which had leading figures 
conduct a whispering campaign about Searchlight 
being “Zionists”. 

Leaving UAF will allow us to get on with the work that 
we are doing with trade unions and local groups 
unhindered. We have no intention of engaging in an 
ongoing row with UAF or of setting up a rival national 
organisation. We also recognise that there are good 
activists on the ground who will carry on identifying 
with UAF whom we will continue to work with in the 
future. 

We are looking to the future confident in our 
approach, having learnt a lot from the intensive 
campaigning that we have been involved in over recent 
years. The BNP are trying to present themselves as a 
respectable alternative political party; mainstreaming. 
Time is short, they have made considerable headway - 
their 21 local councillors are testimony to that. The BNP 
will be defeated by activists on the ground, in our 
communities, in the council wards that they fight 
electorally. Ultimately, that means winning the battle of 
ideas, and to win you have to prove yourself relevant to 
people’s lives. Dismissing people’s concerns because 
they are about issues we do not want to discuss is not an 
option if we are to be successful against the BNP in the 
May 2006 council elections. 
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Anti-fascists are living through changing 

and difficult times. With the British 
National Party on the verge of breaking 
through into the political mainstream, 
Searchlight says it is time for a new 
approach to combat fascism. 


By Nick Lowles and Steve Silver 

W hen Searchlight sat down with the 
organisers of the Bradford and Keighley 
TUCs to discuss this year’s general election 
campaign for Keighley, a recent scandal 
involving the grooming of girls for sex hung heavily 
over the town. The BNP had won four council seats in 
2004 on the back of the subject and it was clear that 
they intended to focus on the issue again. 

Last year there was a general failure to deal 
adequately with the issue largely because it was 
seen as contentious and divisive. Some people 
believed that by raising it we would be playing into 
the hands of the BNP. Pressure was even put on 
Channel 4 television to delay the broadcast of a 
documentary. 

How wrong we were! Yes, the BNP exaggerated 
the issue and twisted the arguments, but it was 
a very real issue that angered a lot of decent 
people in Keighley. 

By ignoring it we not only played into the 
hands of the BNP, but also allowed them to 
present themselves, quite falsely, as the only 
party that cared about the children who had 
been preyed upon. 

This year we were not prepared to make 
the same mistake again. The issue of grooming 
could not be wished away. It had to be discussed: 
voters needed to be told that the BNP had no 
answers. We did this by getting the support of 
Angela Sinfield, the mother of one of the girls, who 
had led the campaign on behalf of all the mothers. 
She became the central focus of our campaign 
and by speaking out against the BNP and revealing 
what actually was being done, we took the issue 
away from them. 

We believe our campaign was successful. 
BNP leader Nick Griffin took just 9% of the vote (they 
were expecting 20% at the outset of the campaign) 
but more importantly, the BNP was hammered on the 
very estates where they had done so well in 2004. 

This was a unique local issue but up and down the 
country anti-fascists are facing their own unique 
“issues”. That is the nature of local politics. In Barking 
and Dagenham it is the lack of housing and the 
perception that Africans are being given grants to 
move into the area. In Burnley it is about the 
distribution of council services. In Stoke-on-Trent 
the BNP has tapped into popular mythology about 
asylum seekers and in the former mining communities 
of South and West Yorkshire the feeling that British 
industry and the communities that once serviced it are 
now overlooked leaving communities abandoned. 

To us it is clear that to beat the BNP anti-fascists 
need to have a coherent answer for each “issue”, 
whatever it may be. 


A changing political situation 

The British National Party is on the verge of 
becoming a major political force. Over the past few 
years it has seen its support and membership 
rocket. It now has 21 councillors, polled 808,000 
votes in the European election and, were it not for 
the United Kingdom Independence Party, would have 
several MEPs and London Assembly members by 
now. In May’s general election the BNP saved its 
deposit in 34 constituencies, 25 in Yorkshire and the 
West Midlands alone. 

The rise in support for the BNP has come at a time 
of relative economic prosperity. Many jobs are low 
paid and conditions poor, but a poor job is better 
than no job. Economists are predicting a decline 
and even a recession in the British economy (which 
is the world’s largest service industry led nation) 
within the next two years and rising oil prices are 
already beginning to hit what is left of our 
manufacturing base. If these predictions turn out to 
be right, that is when our problems with the BNP will 
really begin. 

Unemployment will lead to increased resentment 
towards newly arrived immigrants especially if they 
are seen to be in work. The old maxim that 
immigration will fall in time of economic recession 
might not be so true in the single European 
market. British businesses will be looking to cut 
wages, so eastern or southern European workers 
might even become more attractive to them than 
they already are, again causing a severe backlash 
at home. 

In the East Midlands we have already seen a 
snapshot of what could happen. A large supermarket 
chain told a supplier of poultry that it was going to cut 
the money it paid for each chicken. As the 
supermarkets dominate the food industry the 
company felt it had no option but to lay off unionised 
workers and bring in workers from eastern Europe on 
low-paid, short-term contracts. 

And the consequences could be seen at the ballot 
box. In neighbouring Boston, the combined UKIP and 
BNP vote in the European election was 46.5%, the 
highest figure anywhere in the country. 

In addition to economic problems we could also see 
a change of direction in the Conservative Party, 
effectively realigning the right in British politics. 
With the hardening of its immigration policy having 
little effect beyond its core vote in the recent general 
election, a new leader could try to drag the party back 
into the mainstream, opening up some space on the 
right for the BNP. 

The BNP are likely to be the beneficiaries of an 
economic downturn and a more moderate 
Conservative Party. In many areas they are doing well 
despite their own worst efforts. In Hyndburn the BNP 
polled 11% in the European election and 6% in the 
general election, while in Rotherham it polled 9% and 
6% respectively. In both these places the BNP vote 
was achieved with virtually no work. In their core 
areas, the Black Country, East Lancashire, West 
Yorkshire and outer East London, their core vote is 
considerably higher. 

While the quality of most BNP organisers remains 
poor, the party is positioning itself - especially in 
traditional Labour areas -asa political alternative 
and a household name. When an economic downturn 
comes it will be in a better position to reap the 
political rewards. 
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Dealing with the new threat: 
lollipops are not enough 

Back in the 1970s one of the main tasks of the anti¬ 
fascist movement was to help people understand that 
the National Front was not a patriotic party standing 
up for British people’s interests but a fascist 
organisation run by Hitlerites such as Martin Webster 
and John Tyndall. The slogan “The National Front is a 
Nazi Front” summed up a successful campaign to pin 
the Nazi label on the organisation. 

Of course it is necessary to pin the Nazi label on 
the BNP today, but things have changed a lot in the 
30 years since the campaigns against the NF. Now it 
is simply not enough to shout “Nazi” at the BNP 
and wave lollipop placards. More than 60 years after 
the defeat of Germany, terms such as Nazi and 
fascist simply do not have the currency they once had. 
So, while some will immediately understand - when it 
is revealed to them - that the BNP is a front for the 
same ideas as Adolf Hitler’s, millions simply do not 
identify with the political comparison or believe that 
an organisation with a name that includes the words 
British and National in the title can really stand for the 
things that we say it does. 

That is why, in addition to letting people know what 
the BNP really stand for, we face a much deeper and 
more difficult task - one that can’t be done with 
posters, t-shirts, stickers and pop concerts - which is 
to beat the BNP politically on the very issues that they 
espouse. These issues may sometimes be thorny, they 
may be uncomfortable, but we aren’t always in a 
position to choose the terrain. 

People vote for the BNP for many different reasons 
and understanding this is crucial to developing a 
strategy against them. Often the issue of immigration is 
only symbolic of a greater unease with the political 
process and mainstream parties. Many traditional 


Labour voters no longer see the party as “their” party, 
and a vacuum has been created which the BNP is filling. 

There are also more fundamental issues about local 
and participatory democracy. Local democracy has 
been seemingly eroded by a process of 
“globalisation” and the European Union. Economic 
power and political decision-making are seeping away 
from ordinary people. 

Work needs to be carried out within local 
communities to find solutions to their problems. 
Local people need to be given encouragement and 
confidence to sort things out themselves. In Barking 
and Dagenham, for example, the BNP will not be 
beaten until there is an answer to the shortage of 
housing in the area. As long as there is a lack of cheap 
affordable social housing there will always be 
resentment against “newcomers”. 

Simultaneously, anti-fascists need to engage in 
the wider political debate about regenerating 
communities, social cohesion, immigration and 
especially migrant workers. 

In any economic downturn the issue of migrant 
workers will become even more contentious and 
exploited by the BNP. As unemployment goes up, 
many British workers will be angry that jobs are being 
filled by foreign workers being paid a pittance. 
Anti-fascists will need to combine with trade unions 
and local communities to fight this racism but also 
to unionise these workers to prevent their own 
exploitation. Nationally and internationally, we 
should be campaigning for standardised workers’ 
rights and conditions. 

We also need to address issues around the lack of 
participatory politics. Some ongoing research into two 
northern towns, both of about 90,000 people, has 
found that only 207 people were active in the political 
process. Until people have a greater stake in the 
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society in which they live then disillusionment, 
resentment and rejection will thrive. 

Thorny issues, responding to our critics 

Searchlight has been moving towards this strategy in 
all but name for a while. Over the past two years we 
have worked with local anti-BNP groups in developing 
localised strategies and more recently we have been 
encouraging these groups to take on the BNP on 
issues that are not always of our choosing. 

This approach has its critics. Recently Unite 
Against Fascism has accused us of pandering to the 
BNP and racism generally. This suggestion is easily 
refuted, in fact the opposite is true. It is by not 
discussing the difficult issues that the BNP is given 
the vacuum in which to operate. 

Our response to those who refuse to engage with 
these issues - and at the same time accuse us of 
pandering to racism - is to say that they are not 
doing the job that they profess to do. It is easy to 
preach to the converted at conferences and behind 
closed doors, but the real task, if we are to 
undermine support for the BNP, is to win white people 
away from racist ideas. To do that we have to 
address their concerns, however ill-founded they 
might sometimes be, rather than dismiss them out 
of hand. 

It is common among all anti-fascists to look at the 
lessons of the 1930s and 1940s in Britain, when 
anti-fascists triumphed, to see what we can learn. 
It’s instructive to note that when fascists talked 
about Jewish slum landlords in those days, the anti¬ 
fascists did not ignore the issue but campaigned 
against all slum landlords and in the process made it 
clear that exploitative property owners were certainly 
not the preserve of one ethnic group. The same 
happened again in the 1940s when fascist 
propaganda - directed from Nazi Germany - said that 
Jews controlled the black market. It was true that 
there were some Jews involved in the black market 
and it could not be avoided or denied, but 
progressives pointed out not only that all sorts of 
people were involved with the black market, but that 
in Nazi Germany, where Jews were no longer at 
liberty, the black market was rife. 

So if we are to learn lessons from the past then it 
is that hard issues have to be “fronted up” not shied 
away from. There have always been those who have 
said “keep your head down” and avoid difficult 
issues, but they have always been proven wrong. 

Our unique work in infiltrating the fascist 
movements means that we are able to embark on 
intelligence-led campaigning against them; knowing 
what the issues are that they are campaigning on and 
able to help lead an effective response. We believe 
that without knowledge of the enemy’s plans it is 
impossible to wage a successful war against them. 

New-look Searchlight 

Searchlight will be ringing the changes over the next 
few months. In September Searchlight will appear 
with a redesign. The new-look magazine, our first 
change in six years, will not come about merely 
because we gave our graphic designer a free hand, 
but will reflect deeper changes that have taken 
place at Searchlight as we restructure to take on 
new challenges. 

The publication itself will continue to appear 
monthly, as it has done since spring 1975. We will 


be sharpening up the content so that the magazine 
will carry more interviews, features and most 
importantly analysis of the fascists and the 
movement against them. 

Of course we will continue to do what we know 
best, carry out strong investigations into the 
extreme right. We will also continue with 
international coverage providing both features and 
news so that readers can understand the British far 
right in context. 

Above all we will ensure that Searchlight is the 
publication of the anti-fascist movement. We invite 
all readers who feel they have something to offer to 
get in touch, whether they can report on local fascist 
and anti-fascist activity or write an in-depth 
historical article. 

We will also expand our community strategy 
approach to defeating the BNP at a local level. 
In the autumn we will hold another weekend school 
for anti-BNP organisers and activists where we will 
share examples of good practice, discuss new 
strategies and approaches to community politics and 
hold workshops to learn new skills. This school will 
also kick-start our 2006 local election campaign. 

On the wider political level, Searchlight will attempt 
to engage in the public policy debate which is now 
beginning to surface inside and outside Parliament. 
Searchlight Information Services will produce 
public policy papers and hold the occasional meeting 
or seminar. 

The new-look magazine will also be a focus point 
for some of these discussions and ideas. 

This month sees the launch of Labour Friends of 
Searchlight at the House of Commons and in the 
autumn we hope to create a similar link with the 
Liberal Democrats. It is no good having ideas if we 
don’t develop the networks to influence policy at a 
local and national level. 

Going on the offensive 

Anti-fascism by its very nature is defensive. 
We mobilise to stop the BNP once they have become 
active in the community and we campaign against 
them in elections to stop them getting elected. 
However, this is negative work and it becomes harder 
as each year goes by to mobilise to get our side out 
campaigning week in week out. 

On its own it also has only limited value. We can 
tactically beat the BNP in elections (which we are 
doing very successfully at present) but this is quite 
different from defeating them politically. 

We believe that local campaigns, usually led by the 
trade unions but open to all democrats, hold the key 
to resolving the democratic deficit and giving people 
a stake in society. This in our view is the key to 
undermining the feeling of powerlessness and fear 
that the BNP thrives on. We will beat the BNP not so 
much on what we are campaigning against but on 
what we are campaigning for, the betterment of our 
communities for all who live there. 

The British National Party has the potential to 
become a major political force within a couple of 
years and this new threat requires a new approach 
which we hope we have begun to outline. This means 
we need to develop politicians’ consciousness of the 
issues on the one hand, and on the other take anti¬ 
fascism beyond single issue campaigning. 

We need to put politics into anti-fascism and 
anti-fascism into politics . 



Searchlight July 2005 7 



Come back Leni Riefenstahl, 
all is forgiven 


Roderick 
Gordon, whom 
the BNP 
describes as 
its “resident 
multi-media 
expert”, trying 
to shoot video 
clips near 
Parliament for 
some of the 
BNP’s general 
election 
candidates 
Photo: 

David Hoffman 


By Gerry Gable 


D VDs given out to potential voters formed part of the 
British National Party’s campaign for the Goresbrook 
by-election last month in an attempt to show that 
the party has moved away from the 1930s and into the 
21st century. Many of the DVDs were delivered to elderly 
voters who in many cases do not have DVD players. 

The BNP has moved into film production in the past couple 
of years with a series of propaganda films for sale to 
members and downloadable film clips of very variable 
technical quality on the party’s website. Not so much Triumph 
of the Will, more a victory of the inane, lying and idiotic. 

Technical competency has indeed been the BNP’s main 
problem, especially on the part of its wannabe Cecil B 
DeMille, Roderick Gordon, an Ulsterman who lives in the 
Midlands. This year’s BNP general election broadcast 
needed several goes to bring its quality up to broadcast 
standard and offended both sympathisers and the public by 
giving over the lion’s share of it to an alleged alcoholic ex- 
serviceman living rough on the streets of London. 

Thumbnail sketches of the party’s candidates supposedly 
viewable on its website often produced blank screens as a 
result of technical failures or inarticulacy by the candidate. 

But retaining Goresbrook was a priority and no effort was 
to be spared. The BNP seems to think the borough of 
Barking and Dagenham is highly photogenic and has 
featured many photos of it on the party website, such as 
pictures of Dan Kelley, the BNP’s former Goresbrook 
councillor, painting over teenage graffiti on local walls. 
Kelley was drawing social security benefits because his 
severe arthritis prevented him working, but appeared to 
have little difficulty in partaking in this strenuous activity. 

Hypocritically, while Kelley was engaging in his anti-graffiti 
campaign, other BNP supporters were busy daubing nazi 
and racist slogans elsewhere in the borough including on 
the home of a Labour councillor and his family. 

More hypocrisy came with the DVD, 
which featured Nick Griffin, the BNP 
leader, laying a wreath at the war 
memorial in Barking with the BNP’s 
Turkish candidate for Goresbrook, 

Lawrence Rustem. Griffin had been 
rushed to Barking 24 hours after 
arriving home from an international 
nazi gig in New Orleans, where he 
played a leading role alongside 
German neo-nazis who called 
British soldiers war criminals on the 
anniversary of VE Day in May. 

The ploy backfired on the BNP 
when anti-fascists and local voters 
showed the DVD to officers of the 
local branch of the British Legion. 

Their reaction filled the local press in 
the week before polling day. The fact 
that Turkey stayed out of the war 
against Hitler, and fought for German 
military imperialism in the First World 
War, did not pass by the British 
Legion’s members. 


The 11-minute DVD’s four sequences also included Richard 
Barnbrook, the defeated BNP general election candidate for 
Barking, interviewing a man aged 80 who he claimed was a 
veteran of the Second World War. Barnbrook, sporting his one- 
and-only brown suit as usual, was keen to get the man to say 
Britain should never have fought Nazi Germany. 

The problem was nothing added up. The man claimed to 
remember Neville Chamberlain, Britain’s Prime Minister 
from 1937 to 1940, returning from talks in Munich with 
Hitler in 1939 (in fact it was in September 1938) and a 
year later being in Germany. In fact British troops did not 
enter Germany until early 1945, and in any case 
Barnbrook’s veteran would have been 14 in 1939 - far too 
young to have been in the army. 

Another segment of the DVD was devoted to an attempt 
to repeat the BNP’s lie about an “Africans for Essex” 
programme being the cause of local housing problems. 
Local papers now refuse to publish this BNP claim as 
investigation has proved it totally untrue. Barnbrook himself 
has admitted to The London Line that his information about 
council housing was wrong. 

Other errors included a health centre described as being 
in Goresbrook when it was not. How many times does 
Rustem have to stand unsuccessfully for election in the 
borough before he learns his way around. 

Another cynical sequence showed what was claimed to 
be a family of father, daughter and baby grandchild and 
claimed the young woman had been on the local housing 
list for five years without hope of a home for her and her 
child. In fact the father and daughter, Fred and Amanda 
Halsey, are from Haringey and the baby in her arms is 
certainly not hers: she does not have a child. 

After being wrong-footed at almost every turn, you would 
think they would have called it a wrap and gone home. 
Instead the party has announced to members that it is 
producing a full-length documentary DVD on the history 
of British nationalism in the East End of London. 
The film is to be premiered on 9 July in 
London. Gordon and the former East End street 
thug Eddy Butler, now the failing BNP elections 
genius, are in charge of the project. 

This might explain the presence during 
the Goresbrook by-election campaign of Tom 
“Gordon” Callow, one-time Mosley thug and 
a sufferer from lycanthropy. Perhaps we can 
look forward to a new BNP movie, “A Nazi 
werewolf in East London”! 

One purpose of the film premiere is to raise 
funds for the production of a DVD biography of 
Admiral Nelson to mark the 200th anniversary 
of the Battle of Trafalgar and death of Nelson in 
October. It is not known whether Gordon will draw 
on Barnbrook’s experience of nautical movie 
themes, Barnbrook’s foray into film production 
in the gay Marxist genre in the early 1990s, 
under the title HMS Discovery, caused him 
some considerable embarrassment when 
it was revealed in the Barking press a 
few days before the general election. 
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Summer blues on the 
BNP election front 


I t may not quite have been Super Thursday, but the 
British National Party fought four council by- 
elections on Thursday 16 June, and failed in all of 
them. In three the party’s result was abysmal. 

Only in Morley did Chris Beverley bring home a 
half-decent second place for the BNP. Beverley, 
known as Scarface, stood for the BNP in Morley and 
Rothwell in the general election coming bottom of 
the poll with just 5.3%. Morley is near the BNP’s 
strongholds in Bradford and Dewsbury, and in 
the town council by-election Beverley, who runs the 
BNP’s Excalibur merchandising operation and has 
close links with the German nazi NPD, jumped to 
second place taking 32.7%. 

The election was not without suspicions of BNP dirty 
tricks. David Hayward, who stood as an independent, 
is thought to be the same David Hayward who signed 
Beverley’s nomination form for the general election. 
The Morley Borough Independents, an organised 
grouping with their own candidate in the by-election, 
accused Hayward of “poor judgement” claiming he 
would split the independent vote and let the BNP in by 
the back door. In the event Hayward polled a mere 
52 votes and Labour won the seat. 

Andrew Emerson propped up the results in both the 
Chichester District Council and the Chichester City 
Council by-elections in the Chichester East ward, 
failing even to beat the UK Independence Party. 

Although in the District Council election he stood as 
the BNP candidate, strangely, the ballot paper for the 
City election only described him as a doctor and 
author. Dropping the BNP label gained him an extra 
ten votes, a tactic that Eddy Butler, the BNP’s 
elections officer, might want to consider for other 
areas. 

The BNP’s worst result was in Wigan, where local 
anti-fascists have been well organised for some time. 
Dennis Shambley polled a mere 47 votes, though he 
did manage to come in ahead of the UKIP. 

The BNP did a bit better the previous week in 
Walsall’s Darlaston South by-election. Kevin Smith 
came third with 17.5%, ahead of the Conservatives 
and the UKIP. In the general election in Walsall South 
he had come fifth out of six with a mere 5%. At that 
election the same UKIP candidate had beaten Smith, 
so the by-election was a very poor result for the 
Eurosceptic party. 

Not surprisingly the BNP website only mentioned the 
Morley result, which an article by Beverley himself 
hailed as “a great achievement”. 


Results 


Morley Town Council, Topcliffe Ward 


Candidate 

Joseph Medley 
Christopher Beverley 
Caroline Mary Cheyne 
David Hayward 



Chichester District Council, Chichester East ward 


Candidate 

Michael Denmead 
Stuart King 
James McCulloch 
Andrew Emerson 


Party 

Votes 

% 

Lib Dem 

611 

62.2 

Conservative 

262 

26.7 

UKIP 

58 


BNP 

52 



Chichester City Council, East ward 


Candidate 

Michael Woolley 
Jacqueline Galpin 
Michael Mason 
Andrew Emerson 


Party 


Lib Dem 


Conservative 


UKIP 

Dr/author 


Votes 



Wigan Metropolitan Borough Council, Douglas Ward 

Candidate Party Votes % 

Michael Dewhurst 
Robert Beale 
Jean Peet 
Dennis Shambley 
Gregory Atherton 



Walsall Metropolitan Borough Council, Darlaston South 


Candidate 

Graham Wilkes 
Christine Bott 
Kevin Smith 
Chad Pitt 
Allan Johnston 
Derek Bennett 
Peter Winterton 


Party 

Votes 

% 

Labour 


37.1 

Independent 

367 

19.8 

BNP 

325 

17.5 

Conservative 

273 

14.7 

Dem Lab 

120 

6.5 

UKIP 

72 

3.9 


11 

0.6 

Turnout 20.75% 


the fight continues... 

wwwestopthebnpecom 
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BNP loses its way 
in East London 


by Nick Lowles 

T he British National Party’s attempt to gain a 
significant foothold in Barking and Dagenham is 
in tatters after the party lost its only seat on the 
council. In a by-election in Goresbrook ward, 
Labour trounced the BNP by nearly 450 votes. 

It was a complete reversal of the by-election in the 
ward last September when the BNP romped home with 
52% as opposed to Labour’s 29%. That result was its first 
over 50% and was seen nationally by the BNP as the 
beginning of a major assault on the council. 

Nine months later this appears a distant dream. 

The by-election was called after the BNP councillor 
Dan Kelley resigned citing ill health. Kelley might have 
been unwell, but it is clear that the increasingly 
intensive campaign against him was the real reason he 
dropped out. 

It was always going to be a hard fight for the BNP. 
Coming on the back of a disappointing general election 
result, the high expectations within the party and the 
complete failure of Kelley to perform during his brief 
tenure meant the BNP struggled. 

Against them was an increasingly confident Labour 
Party, local trade union movement and anti-fascists. It 
was this excellent coalition that won the day. 

From the outset there was a clear division of roles. The 
Labour Party campaigned positively on what its candidate 
would deliver. The trade unions, and in particular the 
GMB, mobilised their activists and canvassed their 


members, and Searchlight, working through Barking & 
Dagenham Together, went on the attack. 

We continually highlighted Kelley’s appalling 
performance on the council, including the now 
infamous quote about council business going over his 
head and him wasting his time being there at all. 

Two local editions of Barking Matters were produced 
and distributed throughout the ward which also 
exposed BNP lies and deceit. In demolishing the BNP 
myth of a secret “Africans for Essex” housing scheme we 
also explained the true reasons for the housing crisis in 
the borough, which is the result of the “right to buy” 
policy and nothing to do with race. 

Within 24 hours of receiving a copy of the BNP- 
produced election DVD, Searchlight had a rebuttal out 
on the street. 

Searchlight also targeted the black and minority 
ethnic voters in the ward, of which there were over a 
thousand. Each received a personalised letter appealing 
for them to vote. 

The defining moment of the campaign was the sight of 
a West African family running to the polling station with 
only ten minutes left to vote. The family had forgotten 
that it was polling day until Searchlight and the GMB 
knocked them up. So determined they were to register 
their opposition to the BNP they literally dropped 
everything, grabbed their polling cards and ran. 

By that stage we knew we had won. 


Local lad Billy 
Bragg flanked 
by just some 
of the broad 
alliance of 
anti-fascist 
activists who 
helped defeat 
the BNP 
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BNP campaign 

The BNP campaign was negative and devoid of ideas. 
The candidate was Lawrence Rustem who, because of 
his Turkish heritage, is despised by most London BNP 
activists. They registered their disgust at Rustem by 
largely boycotting the campaign. 

Their 11-minute DVD was a clever and professional 
product, but their outright lies meant the idea backfired. 
In one instance, a supposedly local family were filmed 
complaining about a five-year wait for a council home. 
The family was in fact from North London and the baby 
was not even theirs. 

They never really got over the “clueless” Kelley factor 
and from the beginning it was clear that a lot of people 
who voted BNP last September had become 
disillusioned and either switched back to Labour or 
were now not voting. 

The BNP were demoralised and dejected at the count. 
Most did not even stay around to hear the result but 
walked out as the Labour victory became apparent. 

There was immediate blood-letting with the BNP 
Elections Officer Eddy Butler blaming Rustem for the 
defeat and saying, in a loud voice which was overheard 
by several people, that “he has to go”. 

The BNP campaign has certainly been derailed and 
their momentum stopped. They continue to suffer from 
a lack of local activists and their latest defeat will 
undoubtedly dissuade some London members from 
travelling so readily to the borough to help in the future. 

The Labour Party by contrast are in buoyant mood 
and most of the credit for the victory must go to the hard 
work of so many members who were determined to kick 
out the BNP. Seventy-two per cent of voters were 
canvassed during the campaign and over 60 people were 
out on the day. 

“It was a victory because we all worked together,” said 
Liam Smith, the Labour Party agent. “The Labour Party, 
Searchlight and the unions have formed a great team 
together and this sets us in good stead for next year's all- 
out local elections.” 

A more immediate threat is another council by- 
election in the neighbouring ward of Becontree. 

“The BNP is standing and the result is likely to be close 
but the victory in Goresbrook makes us even more 
determined not to allow the BNP back in,” adds Smith. 


Barking and Dagenham council, 
Goresbrook 

Candidate 

Warren Northover 
Lawrence Rustem 
Kerry Smith 
Christine Naylor 





Turnout 33.6% 


Anti-BNP days of 
action in Becontree 

Saturday 2 July 
and Saturday 9 July 

Meet 10.30am 
at the Labour Hall, 
Tenterden Road, Dagenham 


KEIGHLEY 

Finishing off 
the job 

By Steve Davison, 

President Keighley TUC 

ON SATURDAY 9 APRIL 2005 over 150 
predominantly local anti-fascists delivered a 
special edition of Searchlight to 32,000 of the 
35,000 homes in the Keighley Parliamentary 
constituency. In one day virtually the entire 
electorate was given answers to the BNP’s lies 
and racist propaganda. This was the high point 
of a carefully crafted campaign that 
understood that the task of defeating the BNP 
in Keighley is ultimately the responsibility of 
Keighley people themselves. Working at a 
number of levels the trade union led campaign 
has not only defeated the BNP leader but has 
created a permanent organisation of local 
activists that will lead the campaign to remove 
the two BNP councillors and effectively drive 
them out of town. 

Correct strategy and tactics flow from 
correct politics. In Keighley the message was 
simple. Vote Labour to defeat the BNP. As well 
as this the BNP propaganda was met head on. 

There were issues in Keighley such as the 
“grooming of young girls” that were serious 
issues that local people had opinions on and 
had to be addressed. Again the trade union 
method of patiently explaining the real issues, 
engaging in debate however distasteful at 
times, whilst maintaining a principled anti¬ 
fascist and anti-racist line, proved successful. 

In the lead-up to an industrial action ballot for 
shop stewards, to call those who are not at 
that stage convinced of the need for action 
“scabs” not only doesn’t convince those 
workers but actually goes on to become a self- 
fulfilling prophecy. That is why the TUC led local 
campaigns have avoided cheap name-calling 
and short-termist opportunist tactics but 
advocate the long haul strategy that not only 
formed our movement but is its mainstay in 
periods of adversity. 

Searchlight and its activists were essential 
in driving the Keighley campaign. They linked 
in to our traditions and listened to our 
concerns. Between us we not only achieved 
the short-term victory and laid the basis for 
the longer term elimination of the fascists 
from political influence in Keighley, but also 
learned a lot of new strategies and tactics 
which will be beneficial to anti-BNP 
campaigners in other parts of the country. 

The people of Keighley owe Searchlight a 
debt of gratitude. We must now repay that by 
finishing the job off. I’m confident that we will 










Comment 


Defeating people’s fears 
is key to beating racism 

By Paul Meszaros 


At a recent GMB union conference in Newcastle, a full-timer from Unite 
Against Fascism publicly launched a scathing attack on Bradford and 
Keighley TUC’s anti-fascist campaign. She accused them of pandering to 
racism and laid the blame for local British National Party successes firmly at 
their door. Searchlight has given Bradford and Keighley TUC an opportunity to 
answer their critics and in the process re-emphasise the importance of 
taking the BNP on politically. 


F or the past 15 months the hot issue facing 
anti-fascist campaigners in Keighley has been 
the issue of Asian men “grooming” young 
white girls - paedophilia by another name. 
It was the central focus for a Channel 4 
documentary and the BNP’s party election broadcast 
for the European election. The issue and the 
controversy surrounding the postponement of 
the documentary from its original pre-election slot 
created national and local headlines and helped 
reinforce the notion that the establishment had 
something to hide. This was a view shared by a 
significant number of people in Keighley. 

From the beginning Bradford TUC sought to de-racify 
the issue. Andy Sykes, an informer inside the BNP, 
alerted BTUC to the fact that the BNP were launching a 
front group, “Mothers Against Paedophiles”. Indeed 
Andy was present when Nick Griffin, the BNP leader, 
drafted their leaflet. We immediately issued a press 
released and started to leaflet Keighley pointing out 
that this was a lying racist intervention by the BNP who 
cared nothing about the real child protection issues. 

Although we were determined to spike the BNP’s 
exploitation of this issue, we were opposed to the idea 
of wishing it away. 

Grooming has been a very real issue in Keighley 
and of the 60 cases investigated by the police only 
a handful have not involved Asian men. UAF has tried 
to play down the issue but they are factually and 
morally wrong. 

Unfortunately the issue is real and people in Keighley 
know it is real. The worst possible outcome would be 
that through censorship, denial and stupidity we allow 
only the BNP’s version of events to do the rounds and 
thereby reinforce the BNP claim that they are the only 
party that will address difficult issues. 

The BNP chose to stand Griffin in Keighley because 
of this issue. They believed that the widespread 
revulsion at these crimes would impel people to vote 


BNP. If the BNP thought that this was their ace in the 
pack it was clear that we needed to trump it. 
This became possible through our meeting and 
interview with Angela Sinfield, who had been key to the 
making of the Channel 4 documentary, and her 
daughter. Angela’s daughter had been one of the young 
girls involved and their story was heartrending. 

Angela turned out to be our greatest weapon; she is a 
powerful and strong character who is vehemently 
opposed to racism and the BNP. Indeed the BNP had 
made several approaches to get her to talk to them in an 
attempt to exploit her story. These were rebutted in no 
uncertain terms and Angela went on to publicly 
describe the BNP’s intervention as a continuation of the 
abuse that her family had suffered. 

This story became the centrepiece of a Searchlight 
tabloid-style newspaper that was delivered to every 
household in the constituency. It was this intervention 
that was key in stopping BNP growth and led to Griffin 
coming last in an election for which the BNP had had 
such high hopes. 

There has been much debate and acrimony 
concerning our strategy and that of UAF This came to a 
head in Keighley when UAF and the Socialist Workers 
Party tried to hijack our campaign. Two UAF officers 
came across and lied about Oldham. They were 
particularly unhappy to be shown a letter from Oldham 
TUC complaining about UAF interference in 
the Oldham campaign. UAF were then told by the 
regional and national TUC to honour the agreement 
they had made not to hijack and interfere with the work 
of local groups. 

The local TUC-led campaign distributed 12 different 
leaflets, including ones aimed specifically at the Asian 
population, as well as the tabloid. In addition to this we 
launched a local “Keighley Together” campaign which 
brought together all the different faith groups, local 
businesses, the voluntary sector and others. 

This “soft” campaign proved particularly effective at 
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changing the atmosphere in the town and it was 
especially gratifying to see Keighley Together posters in 
windows right across the area. The Keighley Together 
campaign also led directly to the town council 
endorsing and promoting the distribution of anti¬ 
racist wristbands that became a high profile successful 
local campaign. 

The various leaflets we distributed were all targeted 
with slightly different messages for different places. 
As well as this we did targeted mailings to the substantial 
Irish population (a St Patrick’s Day anti-BNP leaflet that 
was particularly well received) and to the elderly who 
need less reminding of the dangers of Nazism. 

In all 190,000 pieces of literature were delivered by 
local volunteers who went out a minimum of twice a 
week from mid-January onwards. 

One measure of the success of this campaign was the 
number of people who were recruited directly from it. 
Many people went out leafleting days after being 
aroused by the leaflets we had posted. 

What about UAF’s strategy? Predicated as it is on the 
belief in black leadership (although it should be 
said that in Yorkshire this seems to be propagated 
mainly by middle-aged, middle-class white men), it is 
counterposed to trade union leadership. It also ignores 
the demographic realities. For instance in the wards in 
West Yorkshire where the BNP have won seats the 
population is over 95% white. This does not mean that 
the non-white population should be ignored, we have a 
responsibility to act in solidarity with them, but the 
idea that the leadership against the BNP must come 
from them is daft. Imagine a call in 1932 Berlin for 
Jewish leadership of the anti-nazi campaign! 

So far in Bradford and Keighley we have not had a 
problem with Asian communities voting for the BNP! 
The BNP aren’t that daft in any case - they only stand in 
predominantly white areas. 

But here is the crux. UAF has neither the ability 
nor the will to go onto the white estates and take on 
the BNP. They accuse us of not calling the BNP racist 
and nazi. This is a lie and copies of all our literature can 
be made available to them to prove this. 

The reason they lie about this is because we have 
pointed out repeatedly to them and others that it is not 
enough simply to label the BNP thus. If it were that easy 
we would have already won. The fact that the BNP 
present such a political threat is itself the clue that 
we have to take them on politically. This does not 
mean capitulating to racism but it does mean 
improving our ability to provide alternative analyses 
for social problems other than racist ones and 
successfully disseminating them on the estates. This is 
exactly the strategy that we have adopted but it is hard 
graft and glory free. 

When UAF target Asian areas where the BNP are 
not even standing what are they hoping to achieve? 
They are campaigning for George Galloway’s Respect 
party. BTUC believes they should be honest enough to 
do this openly and not dress it up as anti-fascist work 
which it clearly is not. Their one defence to this is that 
they stopped the BNP in the European election. This is 
another daft lie and conveniently ignores the vote 
achieved by the United Kingdom Independence Party 
who were actually responsible for keeping the BNP out! 

It has always been at the heart of our strategy that all 
the potential victims of racism/fascism should be 
represented in our campaign against these evils. 
We have therefore deliberately encouraged the 
LGB communities, disability groups, faith groups as 


well as various ethnic minority groups, ranging from 
Sikh temples to the Indian Workers Association, to 
become involved. 

In the general election in Keighley we did work in the 
Asian areas; it is ironic that of course we actually have 
far better links with the Asian community than UAF 
have. It was important that Asian voters understood the 
threat posed to them by Griffin and the BNP and that 
they voted accordingly. Between the Labour Party and 
ourselves this was achieved. It is also interesting to note 
that according to both UAF and the BNP the Asian 
population of Keighley is 16%. It is actually 9%. 

Are we pandering to racism by taking an explosive 
issue, attempting to take race out of the equation, 
and pointing out the hypocrisy and lies of the BNP? 
Where there are issues that threaten to divide us and 
allow the BNP an audience we have a duty to intervene. 
This necessarily means taking on whatever issues are 
giving rise to this situation. How we take these issues on 
will vary, for instance on the all too common occasions 
when the BNP invent stories it is relatively easy to 
expose them as liars. However if we call them liars when 
there is some substance to their claims we run the risk 
of reinforcing their credibility. 

What is also apparent is the need to provide 
better, more informed answers. For example the 
perceived unfairness that sometimes accompanies 
the distribution of regeneration monies has been a big 
issue in several northern towns. People in areas that are 
not in receipt of this money can in some cases fall for 
racist explanations that the BNP offer. It is a fact that 
many of the more deprived areas are where Black and 
Asian people live, and so it is right and proper that these 
areas receive help. But what about poor areas that 
don’t receive help? This is a real issue that is caused 
by an unsatisfactory government response to poverty. 
As trade unionists and activists we ought to be able to 
offer a critique of this whole process and especially the 
way that it sets up neighbourhoods in competition with 
one another. This is not pandering to racism, rather it is 
an attempt to bring politics into anti-fascism that also 
serves to show up the BNP for the political bankrupts 
they are. 

Counterpose this to UAF’s non-existent strategy and 
their failure to address real issues. Indeed their inability 
to go into white areas and challenge racist arguments 
there shows who is really capitulating to racism. 
Meetings preaching to the converted, whose real 
purpose is probably an attempt to recruit Asian youth 
to the Socialist Workers Party, are not what is required. 
The UAF have in fact abdicated their responsibility to 
tackle racism and fascism. 

Another target of UAF venom is Anne Cryer. It would 
be instructive for any of those running UAF to go 
around with Anne Cryer on a Friday afternoon in 
Keighley. While the men are at the mosque she goes and 
visits the women where she is enthusiastically received. 
Despite having misgivings about some of her public 
statements prior to the 2004-2005 campaign, we must 
recognise that Cryer has stood up to patriarchy and 
sexism in Keighley and we are proud to stand shoulder 
to shoulder with her. If the UAF/SWP find this 
distasteful to their current politics that is their problem 
- and their shame. 

Griffin’s score of 9.2% in the general election 
represents a victory for anti-fascists given that he and 
his party had targeted Keighley. More encouraging was 
that the BNP were heavily defeated in the very areas 
where they had done so well last year. 
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How Oldham r 


The British National Party’s decline in Oldham 
since 2001 has been one of the great 
achievements of the anti-fascist movement. 
From being its strongest area in the country, 
Oldham has now been relegated to the second 
or even third tier of BNP targets. 

Nick Lowles looks at the decline of the BNP 
and praises the unsung heroes of Oldham 
United Against Racism who have been at the 
forefront of the campaign. 

S unday 14 April 2002 was the day the tide turned 
in Oldham. BNP members woke up to a large 
feature in the Sunday Mirror exposing their 
leafleting organiser Robert Bennett as a 
convicted gang rapist and armed robber. At ten o’clock 
that morning anti-fascists were delivering thousands of 
leaflets repeating the newspaper article. 

“The change in mood was palpable,” recalls Mike Luft 
of Oldham United Against Racism (OUAR). “We went into 
the BNP heartland and instead of the usual abuse and 
threats we saw people standing in the street reading the 
leaflet. We have never had a reaction like it.” 

Rather than apologising to local voters and saying that 
they too had been hoodwinked by Bennett the BNP went 
into conspiracy overdrive and accused the gang rapist of 
being an anti-fascist plant put into the party by 
Searchlight and the local Labour Party to discredit it. 

More importantly, the revelation derailed its entire 
campaign and Oldham BNP has never been the same 
since. 

The gang rape story symbolised the nastiness of 
Oldham BNP in the eyes of many voters, including some 
who had voted BNP the previous year as a protest. 
Suddenly the repeated claim that the BNP was full of 
criminals was evidently true and justified. 

Three years on and the Robert Bennett saga still looms 
heavily over the BNR “Gang rapists, drug dealers, armed 
robbers and sex perverts - Oldham BNP has them all,” 
became a regular line in anti-BNP leaflets. 

Mud sticks. 

The Bennett story did not appear out of nowhere. 
It was the central plank of a carefully planned strategy 
that had been developed jointly by Searchlight and OUAR 
nine months earlier. It was the product of intelligence-led 
localised campaigning. 

In the immediate aftermath of the Oldham riots and 
the BNP’s 16% vote in Oldham in the 2001 general 
election it was clear that Oldham was going to be a 
major BNP target in 2002. In response, Searchlight and 
Gang rapist, OUAR, which is backed by Oldham TUC, drew up a 
armed robber strategy to prevent the fascists from winning any 

and BNP council seats. While local activists began leafleting key 

officer: target wards, Searchlight established an intelligence- 

Robert gathering operation in which three people joined the 

Bennett local BNP branch. 

(middle) Over the summer and autumn of 2001 Searchlight 


secretly photographed several BNP branch meetings 
and built up intelligence on key activists, particularly 
those with criminal records. It was through this process 
that Searchlight discovered Robert Bennett. A photo led 
to a name, which led to an informant telling us that he 
was known inside the BNP as a criminal. This in turn led 
us to go through local papers in Oldham and Leeds until 
we found the relevant cuttings. 

For six months we sat on the information knowing that 
it would be more valuable politically to reveal it during 
the election campaign. 

With a gang rapist in the bag (and his two convictions 
for armed robbery), we knew that criminality would 
prove to be the BNP’s weakest link. Locally produced 
anti-BNP leaflets relentlessly went after the criminals 
within Oldham BNP safe in the knowledge of the expose 
to come. 

Without the inside intelligence none of this would 
have been possible. 

As a result of the expose the BNP failed to win any 
council seats and it has never really recovered. 

Inaccuracies 

A recent letter to The Guardian claimed that the BNP 
was defeated in Oldham because of the mobilisation of 
the Asian community and black leadership of the anti- 
BNP campaign. 

This is factually incorrect and politically disingenuous. 

There is only one ward in Oldham where the Asian 
community had the numbers to defeat the BNP. 
That ward was Alexandra, which then combined 
predominantly Asian Glodwick and largely white Fitton 
Hill, and to the credit of the Muslim community they 
came out in their droves to keep the fascists out. 

In the remaining wards it was the hard work of OUAR 
in the white communities that the BNP had targeted 
which won the major battle. 

OUAR developed a localised approach to campaigning. 
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©ally was won 



National literature was useful back-up but nothing could 
beat local leaflets addressing local issues and concerns. 
Nine editions of The Oldhamer, four of the Failsworth 
Voice and three of the Royton Voice have been produced 
in the past couple of years. In addition there were local 
leaflets for specific wards such as Chadderton North, 
where Nick Griffin stood in 2003. Each leaflet tried 
to address local issues and tap into the local identity of 
its audience. 

More recently the local group has begun a project to 
produce a glossy community magazine, Royton Pride , 
which will be distributed through local shops. 

The Oldham campaign also used more sophisticated 
campaigning techniques. Target voters in five target 
wards were sent a total of 8,000 direct mail letters. 

Another major element in the decline of the BNP is the 
work carried out by the Liberal Democrats and Labour 
Party. After an initial hesitation about taking on the BNP 
both have now adopted an aggressive anti-BNP line. 

The best single campaign was run by the Liberal 
Democrats in St James’ ward in 2003. The BNP had 
come within 91 votes winning the previous year and was 
hoping to take the seat. The candidate was one of the 
BNP’s more respectable candidates and a small team 
from Manchester carried out extensive canvassing. 

The Liberal Democrats fought a vigorous local 
campaign, which included 13 different leaflets 
and letters that all took on the BNP aggressively. 
They positioned themselves as the anti-BNP party and 
so benefited from a tactical anti-BNP vote. Labour was 
squeezed out and the BNP was beaten by 352 votes. 

The Labour Party has also successfully incorporated an 
anti-BNP strategy into its campaign. Pushed aggressively 
by local MPs David Heyes and Phil Woolas, this has not 
only boosted the Labour vote in the key wards by as 
much as 40% but has directly contributed to a rise in 
party membership and activism. 

“Fighting the BNP has mobilised Labour activism in the 
town,” Mr Heyes told Searchlight. “Members who were 
disgruntled over a number of issues have got back 
involved to fight the BNP” 

On one day during a council by-election campaign 
in Heyes’s constituency, 80 Labour Party members 
came out to help. “Members from across Oldham knew 
the importance of the by-election. They knew that a 
BNP victory here would have a knock-on effect in 
other wards.” 

Searchlight has developed a close working relationship 
with both parties. We have been able to alert them to 
BNP targets and plans, including details of BNP leaflets 
even before they have appeared, so they have been able 
to respond accordingly. 

This cooperation was clearly evident during the 
Failsworth East by-election in November 2003. It had all 
the ingredients for a BNP victory. Many local people do not 
identify with Oldham, the ward had a largely white 
population and it was a by-election, which enabled the BNP 
to swamp the area with outside resources. In the local 
elections earlier in the year the BNP took 34% in 
neighbouring Failsworth West with virtually no campaign. 

Compounding Labour’s difficulties, polling day was the 



day of President George Bush’s visit to London. 

At the outset of the campaign Searchlight met with 
Mr Heyes and discussed the campaign. We provided the 
Labour Party with intelligence on the BNP plans and he 
told us about the local issues. 

During the mid-way point of the campaign Searchlight 
learnt of a BNP mobilisation from across the north of 
England. Within 24 hours the Labour Party had put out a 
leaflet warning local people of thi 
outside extremist invasion. 

This worked a treat. Searchlight wa 
to learn from its informants that th< 

BNP faced a very hostile reception oi 
the doorstep. The planned masj 
canvass was shelved after several loca 
people demanded to know where the 
canvassers were from. 

The Labour Party romped home 
with a massive 2,500 votes, with even 
Tories voting tactically to stop the 
fascists. The BNP trailed with a 
miserable 500 votes, and at 18% it 
was the BNP's lowest percentage 
since the 2001 riots. 

In four years the BNP’s general 
election vote has slumped. In 2001 the 
BNP polled 16% in Oldham West & 

Royton and 11% in Oldham Easl 
& Saddleworth. By 2005 this had 
dropped to 6.9% and 4.9% respectively 
and there has been a similar slump in 
local elections. 

The BNP remains a threat in a 
couple of wards, most notably Royton 
South, and there is certainly no room 
for complacency. But given its support 
in the wake of the riots, the campaign 
to keep the BNP out has been a 
tremendous success. 

Much of the credit must go tc 
Oldham United Against Racism and 
Oldham Trades Council who have 
worked tirelessly in wind, rain and 
even snow to deliver literally hundreds 
of thousands of leaflets, newspapers 
and letters over the past four years. 

They, working in partnership with 
Searchlight, have pushed a localised 
strategy - and it has worked. 

For others to claim credit for the 
victory over the BNP in Oldham is both 
wrong and insulting. 


“First of all, congratulations. Our well founded fears of 
BNP breakthrough have not come to fruition either in 
local or European elections. I would also say very 
seriously that without Searchlight, they would have made 
their breakthrough.” 

Phil Woolas MP, Oldham East & Saddleworth 
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Two fingers 

from the BNP 


By Sonia Gable 

he British National Party may be breaking the 
UK’s strict laws on political donations. Although 
the fascist party claims the arrangement it has 
set up is legal, it is openly presenting it to overseas 
supporters as a means of making donations to the 
BNP, which is illegal. 

The rules on who can give money to political parties 
exist to protect British democracy from secret 
influences especially from non-UK individuals and 
organisations. Political parties may accept donations 
of more than £200 only if they come from identified 
“permissible donors”, and impermissible donations 
must be reported to the Electoral Commission. 

Permissible donors are individuals registered to vote 
in the UK and various types of organisation registered 
or based in the UK. Donations from overseas are 
strictly prohibited. 

Parties must make quarterly returns to the 
Electoral Commission reporting the total of 
donations over £200. The returns must identify 
individually all donations of over £5,000 to the party 
headquarters and all donations of over £1,000 to a 
local or regional “party accounting unit”. The rules, 
aimed at ensuring that all large donations are open 
and above board, were introduced in 2001 after 
controversy over the “cash for questions” affair 
during the early nineties, the activities of the 
Conservative Party’s treasurer and biggest donor, 
who was a billionaire tax exile, and accusations of 
“cash for policies” levelled at Labour. 

The BNP knows these rules well. In contrast to the 
long delay before the BNP submitted its 2003 
accounts to the Electoral Commission, the BNP makes 
its quarterly returns of donations on time. So keen is 
the party to show it has substantial permissible 
donors, it persuades people who would normally have 
given a round £1,000 to give £1,000.01 so that the 
donation has to be reported. 

Before overseas donations were outlawed the BNP 
received significant financial support from the USA 
through its supporters’ organisation, American Friends 
of the BNP. Set up in January 1999 by Mark Cotterill, 
a former BNP organiser in southwest England, then 
living in the States, it held a series of meetings across 
the US and raise thousands of pounds for the BNP’s 
campaign in the 1999 European election and the 2001 
general election campaign. Some of the USA’s and 
Europe’s leading nazis addressed its meetings. It was 
disbanded some months after the law changed. 

The BNP’s campaigns in the 2004 European election 
and this year’s general election cost the party a 
great deal of money and it is feeling the pinch. 
Many deposits were lost and a great deal of election 
material was printed. And in the first three months of 
2005, despite it being a general election year, the 


party received only two donations of more than 
£1,000: a bequest of £12,750 - the third in a series 
from Tim Brown - and £1,800 from a regular donor, 
Richard Purdy, according to the BNP’s return to the 
Electoral Commission. 

Very soon after the general election the party 
appealed on its website for donations to restore its 
finances. But Nick Griffin, the party leader, wants more. 

On 21 May Griffin spoke at an international 
conference in New Orleans organised by David Duke, 
the former Ku Klux Klan leader. Griffin’s theme was 
how to build a successful nationalist political 
movement that can win electoral support. 

Griffin explained at length, to an audience that 
probably knew more about it than he, that the USA 
was not yet ready to build a nationalist party but was 
only at the stage of laying the foundation stones. 
But Americans with money could play a role by 
throwing money at the BNP. Actually they could not, he 
continued, because it is against the law, but they can 
throw money at Civil Liberty, an organisation that helps 
members of the BNP. That is within the law, Griffin 
declared, adding that “the law is an ass”. 

Civil Liberty, which has no connection with the well 
known civil liberties organisation Liberty, is run by 
Kevin Scott, the BNP’s North East organiser, and 
operates from the same post box address as the BNP 
in the North East. Civil Liberty first came to attention 
in an article on the BNP website in March by Lee 
Barnes, the BNP’s self-styled legal eagle. He claimed 
that it “provides assistance to individuals regardless 
of party politics, [which is why] there is no upper limit 
to the amount that can be donated to the 
organisation” and stated that it can accept overseas 
donations. Griffin, speaking in the US, far from 
the ears of the UK Electoral Commission, was rather 
less circumspect. 

The June issue of British Nationalist , the BNP’s 
internal members’ bulletin, also requests overseas 
donations to Civil Liberty, this time saying that it 
“exists to financially support legal actions on behalf of 
British nationalists like Nick Griffin and Mark Collett”, 
who are awaiting trial on race hate charges. However, 
in another indication of its true purpose, the bulletin 
presents Civil Liberty as the successor to American 
Friends of the BNP. 

Civil Liberty is not any form of registered 
organisation and has no obligation to make its 
accounts public. It is unlikely we shall ever seen where 
its money comes from and where it goes. The BNP is 
putting two fingers up at the law. 

A spokesperson for the Electoral Commission told 
Searchlight it was not aware of Griffin’s speech in New 
Orleans but that any attempt to channel overseas 
donations to a political party through another 
organisation would contravene section 61 of the 
Political Parties, Elections and Referendums Act 2000. 
The offence carries a penalty of an unlimited fine or up 
to one year in prison. The Commission is now 
investigating. 

There is one way in which Civil Liberty might be able 
to show it does not exist purely for the benefit of the 
BNP and that is if it helped non-members. Some BNP 
members are asking why their leaders keep calling 
for support for the “Free Speech Two”, Griffin and 
Collett. What about John Tyndall, the BNP’s founder 
and former leader, now expelled from the party and 
proscribed, who appears beside them in the dock, but 
to whom Griffin and Collett say not a word? 
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Loyalists try to 
clean up their act 

By Matthew Collins 


C ontinuing attacks on immigrants living in Loyalist 
areas in Northern Ireland and the relationship 
between the UDA and the mainland far right were 
among subjects discussed at the Loyalist terror group’s 
Belfast meeting in June. 

It was the first time that the group had met in full since 
the expulsions and arrests of a number of its senior 
figures earlier this year. The UDA's South Belfast 
“Brigadier” Jackie MacDonald, who has charged himself 
with cleaning up the organisation’s tarnished 
reputation, is said to be the keenest in favour of 
the removal or replacement of several leading 
personnel, as the UDA once more attempts to distance 
itself from the drug dealing and gangsterism for which it 
has gained a reputation. 

There were also calls to replace the UDA leadership on 
the British mainland, which is headed by the Catholic 
Frank Portinari, following revelations in a book that 
Portinari had in the past been an associate of the 
apartheid South African intelligence services, and in 
particular one of its agents who duped an Ulster 
Freedom Fighters (a nom de plume for UDA killers) gang 
into attempting to murder a South African academic 
living in the province in the 1991. Doctored documents 
linking the academic to the IRA were presented to both 
Ulster Volunteer Force and UDA intelligence officers. 
While the UVF passed up the offer of the information, a 
three-man UFF team went to the home of Dr Adrian 
Guelke and shot him. Only the UDA’s notoriously faulty 
equipment saved Dr Guelke’s life and the UDA later 
admitted it had made a mistake. The agent, Leon Flores, 
was later deported to South Africa. 

Portinari is also tainted because many of his past 
associates within the UDA have been unceremoniously 
dumped and imprisoned of late. Sources in Belfast have 
told Searchlight that Portinari’s friendships with exiled 
former leaders such as John White and Johnny “Mad 
Dog” Adair were noted as was the ongoing relationship 
between mainland nazis and the notoriously volatile 
Loyalist Volunteer Force, an Adair-supporting offshoot 
from the rival UVF. White has in the past acted as a tour 
guide for mainland UDA members’ visits to the 
province, even allowing visitors to stay in his home. 

In February, the UDA took the unprecedented step 
of warning the moderators of the internet guestbook 
run by the nazi terror group Combat 18 that messages 
from LVF supporters attacking the ethnicity of one of 
its senior members would not be tolerated. Members 
of the tiny White Nationalist Party, a group aligned to 
Cl8, were also warned to cease recruitment drives in 
one area of the province. The warning purported to 
come from the “Loyalist Command”, a previously 
unheard of organisation, but Searchlight sources 
claim the mobile phone number used to deliver the 
warning belonged to a senior member of a 
paramilitary-aligned political party. 


The member under attack on the C18 website 
was Andre “The Egyptian” Shoukri, a former ally of 
Adair and currently the UDA’s North Belfast Brigadier. 
UDA supporters on the mainland are horrified that a 
man with one Egyptian parent and the other 
purportedly a Catholic could rise to such a high 
position. Among those lined up against Shoukri and the 
leadership is the former East Belfast leader, Jim “Doris 
Day” Gray. Gray was removed from the organisation in 
April, days before he was arrested for money laundering. 
Described as a “notorious gangster”, Gray has been 
trying desperately to regain control of East Belfast. 
He and a cohort were arrested as part of an operation by 
the Assets Recovery Agency to recover the ill-gotten 
gains of Loyalist leaders. 

Among Gray’s former friends are Portinari and a large 
section of the old C18 leadership. In 1996, under 
pressure to step up its campaign of sectarian murder in 
the province on the pretext that it was this and only this 
that could defeat Republicans, members of East Belfast 
UDA travelled to London to arrange a shipment of 
hardware (mainly detonators) that they had been 
informed C18 leaders could deliver through contacts in 
Europe. The size of the shopping list and the method of 
payment (large quantities of ecstacy tablets) led the Cl8 
negotiator, who is now universally thought to have been 
in the employment of the security services, to scupper 
the deal, possibly at the insistence of his handlers. 

At the time, C18 was heading for a murderous split 
and the leading UDA negotiator (whose identity is 
known to Searchlight) seems to have been directed to 
the wrong wing of the group. A senior source in the UDA 
told Searchlight that some leading members wanted 
nothing to do with the dispute and that one highly 
placed Brigadier suggested at that time that the London 
UDA unit, which doubled as a wing of Cl8, should be 
closed down or at best “put out” from the organisation. 
Leading members who had used English personnel 
assured the sceptics in the leadership that the 
Londoners and their contacts in the Liverpool drug 
scene were safe to work with. When Portinari pitted 
himself in on one side against the other in the C18 
dispute, most notably on the side that did not have 
access to the kind of hardware the mainland Loyalists 
were supposed to procure, the rest of the UDA 
leadership was dumbfounded. 

Speaking to Searchlight the UDA source explained, 
“we want nothing more to do with these people. They are 
bad for business and have an obsession for people within 
the movement who are more flamboyant than loyal. 
There are going to be major changes and the Walter Mitty 
hangers-on will be put-out of the organisation.” 

A recent report suggested there are as many as 27 
active informants in one Brigade alone. “The English 
boys are just a minor problem for us the moment,” he 
said, “but the easiest to get rid of.” 
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What future for the UKIP 
and populist right? 


With the May general election firmly behind us, Kate Taylor looks at how the 

United Kingdom Independence Party campaign failed to deliver. 


R OGER KNAPMAN, the leader of the UKIP, had 
said publicly that he expected good results for 
the Eurosceptics and added that he would not 
be surprised to see the UKIP win several seats. 
But, despite a slight improvement compared to the 
last general election, the UKIP’s disappointing 
results meant the party lost its deposits in 451 seats - 
costing it almost a quarter of a million pounds. 
Even Knapman polled only 3,914 votes (7.74%) in 
Totnes, Devon, one of its target seats. In Thanet South, 
another target, where Knapman had predicted that 
Nigel Farage would receive at least 20%, only 2,079 
(5.04%) voted for the party. 

The UKIP had hoped that last year’s European 
election, in which the UKIP achieved its best results to 
date - securing 12 seats in Brussels (now reduced to 10) 
and over two and half million votes - would be a 
springboard to national success. With the financial 
backing of multi-millionaire Paul Sykes, publicist 
Max Clifford and its celebrity figurehead Robert Kilroy- 
Silk, it seemed that anything was possible. 

But as the general election approached things 
began to fall apart in catastrophic fashion. Sykes and 
Clifford both withdrew their support - partly as a 
protest at the maverick behaviour of Kilroy-Silk, 
making it clear that many in the party viewed him 
as a loose canon, whose ability to attract publicity 
was not always positive. The last straw for Sykes was 
Kilroy-Silk’s proclamation that he intended to stand 
against Eurosceptic Tories and hoped to kill off the 
Conservative party. 

After much acrimony between Kilroy-Silk and 
Knapman, Kilroy-Silk left to form his own party, Veritas, 
causing further splits among the Eurosceptics. By the 
time the election was called, the UKIP was in bad shape 
and it seemed the electorate knew it, judging from the 
party’s results. 

There are many lessons we can draw from the 
performance of the UKIP in recent years. But its 
inconsistency begs the question whether the party is 
a political force to be reckoned with in itself or 
whether it merely filled a vacuum that could have 
been filled by any similar political party with a right- 
wing populist agenda. 

One important lesson is that the UKIP’s success in 
2004 is evidence that there exists a sizable group of 
people in Britain who feel underrepresented by the 
mainstream parties. It is this section of the population 
on which the UKIP, Veritas and indeed the British 
National Party tried to capitalise for votes. But following 
the UKIP’s poor showing in the general election, it is 
unclear whether the party has the capabilities and 
resources to progress any further. 


Without a doubt the UKIP’s fraught history of 
infighting and personality clashes is a real barrier to its 
growth. Knapman made no secret for his disdain for 
Kilroy-Silk, finding him egocentric and power hungry, 
and Kilroy-Silk made no secret of his desire to lead the 
party. When Kilroy-Silk left, Knapman vowed to “break 
open the champagne”. Such public displays of disunity 
reduce any party’s electoral appeal. Added to this, 
Kilroy-Silk’s ability to make wild statements in the press 
led to a perception of the party as a bit of a joke. 


Focus on immigration 

The UKIP has always fared better in European Union 
elections than in domestic ones. It was formed as a 
single-issue party opposed to the EU and single 
currency and has struggled to prove its relevance 
beyond this area. 

This year was the first time it had really tried to shift 
its agenda and translate its policies to the home front. 
But the party may have been constrained by the 
limitations imposed by the narrow focus formed at 
its conception. 

Most problematically for the UKIP, Europe 
really did not emerge as a serious election 
issue among the main political parties - and 
the press for the most part enabled this 
omission. This frustrated the UKIP, which 
maintained that the question of Europe could not be 
separated from domestic affairs because according 
to the UKIP most laws affecting the UK are made 
in Brussels. 

It benefited both the Tories and Labour for the 
election campaign not to focus on Europe. 

It would have raised uncomfortable questions 
of referendums and highlighted big splits 
within these parties, especially the Tories. 

But it meant the UKIP had to push 
other aspects of its agenda more 
forcefully - most notably its newly 
formulated tough stance on 
immigration. While this issue was 
always a concern to the UKIP, until this 
general election it had never played such an 
important role as the European question. 

Last September, while still in the UKIP, 
Kilroy-Silk made a hardline speech calling for a 
cap of 100,000 immigrants a year. He also pledged 
that should the UKIP ever come to power, it would 
withdraw from the Geneva Convention on 
Refugees. This indicated that the UKIP was planning 
to challenge the Tories, and indeed the BNP, 
head-on for protest votes against the 
Labour government. 
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As the election campaign progressed, the UKIP urged 
its supporters not to be “part-time patriots” and to turn 
out and vote for the party to “get our country back”. 
Knapman said that only withdrawal from the EU would 
restore Britain's control over its borders. He also called 
for immigrants to the UK to take a “Britishness” test 
which they would have to retake until they passed. 

The attempt to win the nationalist vote was a tactical 
decision. To focus on Europe alone would have brought 
very little success. In recent years the question of Europe 
has been closely tied with immigration and asylum by 
press and politicians alike - allowing the UKIP to 
broaden its agenda to include a stronger anti¬ 
immigration position. 

Veritas likewise made sure that the issues of Europe, 
immigration and asylum were inextricably linked, 
declaring, “We will withdraw from the EU - and control 
who comes into Britain ... we'll end the government’s 
open door policy”. 

But, unfortunately for the UKIP, the Conservative 
leader Michael Howard adopted such a hard line on 
both immigration and asylum that it became difficult for 
the UKIP to carve out a separate position on this issue. 
The UKIP’s attempt to do so may have backfired, as the 
party took its argument so far that it began to look like a 
parody of itself. Because both the Labour and Tory 
voices were already strong on immigration and asylum, 
the UKIP’s message failed to resonate. 

The recently formed Veritas also pushed the 
immigration and asylum issue to the utmost and also 
fared poorly. Veritas had vowed to challenge spin and 
“political correctness”, promising that it would “openly 
and fearlessly speak up for Britain and the British way of 
life”. The BNP admitted being worried at Veritas's 
inception, conceding it to be a real threat: “We have to 
acknowledge that a big push by Kilroy-Silk’s Vanity party 
is likely to take votes from the BNP at the 
forthcoming General Election. 
At first sight therefore, this 
makes its launch a serious blow 
to our hopes for the future.” 

This proved not to be the case. 
Kilroy-Silk, contesting the Derbyshire 
constituency of Erewash, came fourth 
behind Labour, the Tories and the Lib Dems. 
He recorded only 2,957 votes (5.85%), although 
he did beat the UKIP candidate who received 
only 941 votes (1.86%). 

While the UKIP and Veritas proved 
to be damp squids in terms of the 
votes they received, we can still 
learn from their campaigns and 
performance. Clearly the UKIP 
has problems expanding 
beyond the single issue of 
Europe - even its name holds it 
back from translating to the wider 
stage. But, as we saw from the formation of 
Veritas, a gap exists in British politics 
where many voters are expressing feelings 
of marginalisation and dissatisfaction 
towards the mainstream parties. It is in this 
context that we need to take the threat of the 
UKIP and Veritas seriously. It is not that they 
necessarily have the ability to make a major 
breakthrough themselves, but there is a climate of 
discontent that is there for exploitation by 
right-wing populists who propagate a 
message of exclusion and fear. 
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BNP news 


Ban on BNP 
football yob 

A POSTMAN WHO twice stood as a BNP 
council candidate in Gateshead has been 
banned from going to any football match 
in England or Wales for the next 24 
months. Michael Dafter, 24, was picked 
up at Manchester Airport on his way to 
Heerenveen for United’s UEFA cup tie in 
February. 

The Newcastle United follower will 
also not be able to attend any match 
abroad involving English sides, is 
banned from Newcastle city centre on 
match days and cannot go within a five- 
mile radius of any England game or 
Newcastle away match. 

Dafter has a criminal record dating 
back to 1996, when a youth court gave 
him a conditional discharge for 
attempted robbery and theft from a 
person. In February 1999 he received 
a caution for disorderly behaviour on 
the Metro at North Shields and in 
October 2002 he was cautioned for 
being drunk while trying to enter a 
football ground. 

He was arrested and cautioned 
following last year’s England-Ukraine 
friendly at St James’ Park when he and 
two others attacked a taxi minibus 
carrying Hartlepool fans. In October he 
was on a bus carrying other hooligans 
known to the police. 

Sgt Paul Evans said: “People think 
because they are leaving the country by 
other routes they will not be spotted, but 
that is not the case”. 


Jay Lee loses libel case 

DELEGATES AT THE ASLEF annual assembly in Scarborough erupted in joyful 
applause when acting general secretary Keith Norman reported that a High 
Court libel jury had just found in the union’s favour in a case involving Jay Lee, 
the British National Party activist expelled from the union. 

Costs were awarded against Lee, who was found responsible for publishing 
libels on a website. He had denied this. 

Norman said: “The nazi party specialised in the big lie repeated often 
enough. This milestone case shows that fascist lies will not find an audience 
among train drivers.” 


BNP pair fined for campus brawl 

THE LEADER OF the BNP’s youth movement admitted causing fear and 
provocation to violence after a fight in the foyer of a university campus building. 

Tony Wentworth, 23, appeared before Salford 
magistrates’ court on 16 June with his “bodyguard” 

Joseph Owens, 42, who pleaded guilty to common 
assault. They were given conditional discharges and 
ordered to pay costs of £200. Owens was also ordered to 
pay £150 compensation to his victim. 

The men were charged after a fight in the foyer of a 
Salford University campus building in March last year, 
where Wentworth is studying history. They were 
canvassing support for Wentworth’s election as 
communications officer, which includes editing the 
university’s newspaper. He was not elected. 



Fenland rejects BNP 

THE BNP IS targeting an Ely estate and Fenland village in an attempt to gain 
support to fight for a seat on East Cambridgeshire District Council (ECDC), but 
appears not to have set its sights very high. 

Paul Ison, the local BNP organiser, told a local paper that his party had 
received a “large response” in Sutton during the recent elections, with eight or 
nine inquiries, though none translated into votes. 

Mr Ison, 32, who lives near Newmarket, said the BNP had 11 members in Ely. 
“This isn’t bad for us and if we get a few more members from this campaign we 
will put up a councillor to cover the High Barns estate,” he explained. 

Local MPs and councillors have condemned the party’s incursion into the 
area. Jim Paice, the Conservative MP for South East Cambridgeshire, whose 
constituency includes Ely, said: “They should take their poison somewhere else. 
The people of Ely are far too sensible to get carried away with such ideas.” 


Councillors free to call BNP nazi 


THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT watchdog, 
the Standards Board, has rejected 
a BNP councillor’s complaint over 
another councillor who said, “We 
don’t want nazis in our town”. 

Gavin Stollar, an Epping Forest 
district councillor and Liberal 
Democrat general election 
candidate in Brentwood and Ongar, 
made the comment after the BNP 
held a conference in Brentwood in 
January. The Loughton BNP 
councillor Patricia Richardson 
claimed the remark breached the 
councillors’ Code of Conduct as it 
failed to treat the BNP with respect 


and was “extremely offensive and 
confrontational”. She claimed it 
was especially offensive because 
she is Jewish, something she is 
keen to emphasise whenever she 
can capitalise on it. 

Reporting on 16 June, the 
Standards Board ruled that Stollar 
“expressed his views on a rival 
political party within the normal and 
acceptable limits of political debate”. 

Welcoming the decision, Stollar 
told Searchlight, “I feel this 
landmark ruling by the Standards 
Board not only vindicates me but 
allows councillors across the 


country who have to share their 
chamber with BNP members to 
speak freely about this racist and 
antisemitSc political party. 

“The BNP play on people’s fears 
and attempt to stir up hatred in the 
communities where they are active. 
Just as the three main parties will 
constantly call each other to 
account on different policy issues, 
it is incumbent on councillors and 
politicians of these very same 
parties to unite to show the BNP up 
for what they are - something that 
has now officially been recognised 
as 'standard political discourse’.” 
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Research identifies 
why people vote BNP 


By Nick Lowles 

W ith the all-out London council elections only 
ten months away the potential threat posed 
by the British National Party is highlighted in 
some fascinating research carried out for the 
Joseph Rowntree Reform Trust. 

As many as 23% of Londoners either voted for the BNP 
or would consider voting for the BNP in the future, the 
new study reveals. There is also evidence of greater 
linkage between support for the UK Independence Party 
and the BNP in London than elsewhere in Britain. 

Professors Peter John, Helen Margetts and Stuart Weir 
analysed the UKIP and BNP vote in the 2004 European 
and London Assembly elections. They found that: “By 
2004, there is a sense in which both parties can claim to 
have entered the mainstream of London politics, in 
contrast to the conventional view that the far right plays 
a role only on the lunatic fringe British politics”. 

Among the findings of their research are: 

There is a more positive feeling towards the BNP in 
London than in England as a whole. 

There is some correlation between the BNP and 
UKIP in London voters' minds. Those giving their 
first preferences to UKIP were more likely to give 
their second vote to the BNP than did voters who 
gave their first preference to other parties, and 49% of 
those who voted BNP in the election for London mayor 
gave their second vote to UKIP. Areas where BNP 
support was high also showed high support for the UKIP. 

No such linkage has been found in other parts of the 
country, though the authors believe that the voting 
system in London is largely responsible. “In the London 
elections, voters are able to use their votes more 
efficiently under proportional representation and 
thereby express more directly their (linked) preferences 
for each party. In the local elections ... voters are having 
to select individual councillors at ward level and are 
more likely to vote tactically.” 

Arguably the most important aspect of the research is 
why people are voting for the BNP. This question was 
examined in two focus groups held in Barking and 
Dagenham in March. 

Many of those who had voted BNP felt a wide¬ 
spread disillusionment with all the major parties, but 
especially with Labour, their traditional political home. 
Some voters felt the Labour Party no longer represented 
their interests and like all politicians would ignore voters 
once in power. 

The majority of those interviewed viewed 
“immigration” as the key 2005 election issue, with most 
saying it was out of control and the main parties had 
failed to tackle the problem. 

Most interestingly, some respondents linked 
immigration to their disillusionment with the political 
process. When one person in the over 45s group said 


that the parties should “get out in the real world ... let 
them get off their backsides, come into places and listen 
to the people”, they were complaining more about 
political detachment than pure racism. 

There is also little comfort for those, particularly in the 
Labour Party, who believe the answer to the BNP is a 
more hardline attitude on asylum and immigration. 
The respondents had no faith in Labour’s tough talking 
on immigration, seeing it only as an election stunt. 

The researchers concluded that rather than being the 
sole cause of the rise of the BNP, immigration was more 
a symbolic articulation of a greater malaise in society. 

“Overall,” the report finds, “immigration appears to 
have become a symbol or focal point for various areas of 
concern, such as stretched resources for the NHS and 
education; pensions and provisions for the elderly; 
unemployment, ... and, in this area in particular 
[Barking and Dagenham], housing.” 

Who votes BNP? 

The research tried to establish who voted for the BNP It 
found that BNP policies appealed more to older voters. 
Many expressed concern that some areas were being 
taken over by immigrants and were aggrieved that asylum 
seekers were given benefits and housing which they 
perceived as not available to Britain’s own young people. 

Depressingly, many of these older voters linked the 
high visibility of asylum seekers and immigrants on the 
street with degeneration of the area and falling 
community standards. 

By contrast younger voters, including many who 
backed the BNP, were not completely opposed to 
immigration. Some understood the need to fill skills 
shortages and even recognised that the many hard¬ 
working newly arrived immigrants in their community 
benefited Britain. What angered this group were the 
people who they believed were cheating the system. 

The research also identified the C2 social group 
(skilled manual workers) as key BNP voters. There was 
also some correlation between wards with high levels of 
BNP support and social group D (semi-skilled and 
unskilled manual workers). The BNP faired better in 
areas with a low education level and where a higher 
proportion of people have no qualifications. 

By contrast, the AB and Cl social groups showed a 
“strong disinclination” towards the BNP. 

The research is a valuable contribution in our fight 
against the BNP. Only by understanding who votes BNP 
and why, can we really confront and deal with this evil. 
The report reiterates what Searchlight has been arguing 
for some time namely that the BNP is prospering 
because an increasing number of voters feel that the 
main parties are no longer listening to them or 
representing their interests. 


Searchlight July 2005 21 





International nazifest planned 


From George Michalopoulos for Anti-Nazi Initiative in Athens 


NAZIS FROM ALL over Europe are expected to meet 
in the Peloponnese for a three-day youth festival in 
September. It is being organised by the Greek nazi 
Golden Dawn group in conjunction with the German 
National Democratic Party (NPD), Roberto Fiore’s 
Italian fascist Forza Nuova and the Spanish nazi 
“La Falange” organisation. 

The campsite, where the rally will take place from 
16-18 September, is in the Messinia area at 
Meligalas, a location connected with the Greek civil 
war of the 1940s when Greek resistance fighters 
fought an important battle and wiped out a local 
fascist gang. The site is suitable for military training, 
a common practice at this type of nazi event. 

A former senior officer of Golden Dawn recently 
spoke about these activities to the newspaper NEA 
and recounted his own experiences at a camp some 
years ago. “In the first two days we followed military 
schedule. We woke up at 6:00 in the morning and ran 
along the coast or the mountain, wherever the camp 
was set up. Afterwards we had an ancient Greek 
supper and then we held seminars on hand-to-hand 
fighting and the use of knives, clubs and shields. 

“We sang fascist songs and hymns to the Nazis, 
while in the afternoon we had more training on how we 
would confront our enemies in hand-to-hand combat”, 
he added. 

As well as paramilitary training, the rally will include 
speeches by European nazi representatives, racist 
films and concerts by bands proclaiming “Aryan 
superiority” and the innocence of Nazi war criminals. 

The organisers, who have adopted as their central 
slogan, “Our Europe, not theirs: Turkey out of Europe”, 
have ambitions to form a “Racist International” by 
rallying nazi youth in Europe “against the entry of the 
Turks” into the European Union. They declare that their 
main concern is “achieving the best we can against 


the enemies of our civilisation” and believe that the 
mingling with Turkey - which in their minds is a racially 
and culturally inferior country - threatens the “Aryan” 
character of Europe. They also claim that behind 
Turkey’s imminent accession stands “international 
Zionism” with its headquarters in the USA. 
For example their website states that “the political- 
military axis of USA-Turkey-lsrael” is “the extremist 
force menacing worldwide freedom”. 

In its common platform, this tide of scum that is 
about to wash up on the shores of the Peloponnese 
laughably declares: “Having common roots, we believe 
in the European Fatherland of Nations. Our vision 
stands against what liberal or pseudo-social 
politicians declare. We fight against capitalism and 
globalisation, which will be the tombstone of our 
tradition, in a world of ‘democratic’ values, imposed by 
a constitution of hypocrisy that aims to deprive us of 
our freedom of speech.” 

In fact the nazi platform is the rejection of every 
progressive contribution by Europe in history and an 
invocation of everything that is backward. It is a 
rejection of the universal character of modern 
European civilisation and of the spirit of the European 
Enlightenment. 

The nazis dream of an SS-style Europe of Nations, 
ruled by the law of “Blood and Honour” and ripped 
apart by nationalistic disputes. Their last attempt at 
this was a notable disaster. This kind of racism mirrors 
the racist extremism of medievalist Islamism, with its 
“holy war” against the “faithless, Zionistic” West. 

Representatives from nazi organizations in Serbia, 
Romania, Slovakia, Germany, Hungary, Austria, 
Sweden, USA, Belgium, France, Holland, the UK, 
Poland and the Czech Republic are expected to attend. 
Despite the importance of this first substantial effort 
for ten years by nazis to coordinate at a pan-European 



level, the political world in Greece has reacted with 
impassivity and an ostrich-like indifference. The media 
have given it very limited coverage. 

Nevertheless, the nazi festival is so provocative that 
it cannot be ignored and there have been some initial 
reactions, mostly at local level. The local MEP of the 
government party, New Democracy, and the junior 
national defence minister, Yiannis Labropoulos, have 
strongly condemned the nazi provocation, stating that 
the modern representatives of nazism and fascism are 
not wanted in a country that has paid with blood for 
these totalitarian ideologies. 

Labropoulos added “A few days ago we celebrated 
all over the world the end of the Second World War and 
we all declared that there must never again be 
totalitarianism all over the world. Peace, Freedom, 
Democracy! Fascists out of Messinia! Out of Greece! 
Nowhere in the world such ideologies!” 

Local MPs have also condemned the gathering and 
appealed to the authorities to ban it. The local 
prefectoral committees of two parliamentary parties, 
the Communist Party of Greece (KKE) and the 
Coalition of the Left, of Movements and Ecology (SYN), 
have demanded its cancellation. 

So far, the government has ignored all such appeals. 
Asked about the rally during a regular briefing to 
the press, a government spokesman replied that he 
did not have knowledge of an official application for 
such a meeting at Meligalas and that “in a democracy 
there are laws and rules that have to be kept”. 
This deliberately vague statement merely repeats the 
old government position that enables nazis to retain 
their legal status. Some MEPs have said that although 
the gathering should be condemned, it is legal 
and “should be allowed in a democratic country 
like Greece”. 

This is not the first time that Golden Dawn has 
organised an international nazi event in Greece. 
In October 1998, a similar but limited gathering of 
fewer than 200 people took place in a private hall. It 
included representatives from the USA, South Africa, 
Spain, Germany, Denmark and Italy. 

There was an investigation at the time and the 
public prosecutor summoned members of Golden 
Dawn for questioning in relation to the possible 
commission of crimes. They were later released and 
the case was closed. The police representative stated 
that because the gathering was held in a private place, 
the police had no right to ban it. 

In reality government officials just make up excuses 
to conceal the central problem: the scandalous way 
the Greek state tolerates the existence of organised 
and violent nazi gangs. This goes a long way to 
explaining why Greece was chosen to host such an 
event. Greece is probably the only European Union 
•- country that has not yet taken any measures against 

overt nazi organisations, such as Golden Dawn. 

This tolerance is possible because the overwhelming 
majority of the Greek people have for years been fed 
antisemitism and the mythical concept of the 
“culturally superior Greek nation that is believed to 
have shed light to the whole humankind”. At the same 
time, a popular archbishop of the dominant Orthodox 
Church has called the Turkish people “barbarian”, and 
national minorities and migrants are constantly 
subject to suppression and human rights violations. 

At this critical time when Hitler's admirers are 
preparing for their “great” gathering, anti-fascists in 
Greece and the rest of Europe have a responsibility to 


denounce this disgraceful event and the Greek 
authorities that have de facto permitted it. The nazi 
celebration must be cancelled. At a time when 
chauvinists, racists and other ghosts from the recent 


past are again raising their heads, the sooner we Skinhead gig 
counter these provocations the better it will be for at Greek nazi 
democracy and peace. camp 





Only thirteen and 
already a nazi killer 



„ stop From Richard Slatt for Expo 

murdering and Antifa-Net in Stockholm 

us” says 

placard in A 13-YEAR-OLD BOY who was heavily influenced by 

protest at nazi propaganda murdered another young boy in 

Anthony’s Stockholm on 15 January. Rikard, 13, and Anthony both 
murder attended the same children’s home, Rikard as a day 

Photo: Expo pupil and Anthony as a resident. 

The violence used in the killing was extremely brutal. 
Anthony’s skull was shattered and one of his arms was 
broken. The morning after the killing, police arrested 
Rikard and another boy, Bobby, 15. 

Too young to be tried for such a crime in Sweden, Rikard 
has been placed in a secure unit for young people and 
Bobby, convicted for murder, faces two and a half years in 
a youth prison. If the case merely concerned violence and 
aggression among young people it would be bad enough 
but revelations of the political aspects of Anthony’s 
murder make the matter altogether more sinister. 

Rikard, it has emerged, was a boy who drew his whole 
image of the world from extremist propaganda and 
association with friends that many around him point 
out to be nazis. 

On his home computer, registered with the name 
National Socialistic Front, the police found huge 
quantities of propaganda and images from the Third Reich 
together with receipts from the National Democrats (ND) 
which he joined in 2004, possibly influenced by his 
brother who is also a member of the party. Rikard’s 
political ambitions did not stop with the ND because until 
the killing he planned to join the National Youth (NU), 
Sweden’s most aggressive nazi organisation. 

Despite his young years, Rikard was a keen participant 
in nazi activity. A few weeks before the murder he took 
part in the annual nazi march in Salem, where he 
listened eagerly to the vicious propaganda spouted by 
Magnus Soderman, deputy leader of the nazi Swedish 
Resistance Movement. 



Soderman had screamed: “No desk soldiers in the 
world can be compared to the dedicated street activist. 
So, comrades, get out on the streets, all against the 
enemy. Let us fight for the soil, let us bleed for the glory 
and let us conquer for the blood.” 

The Swedish nazi movement has a catalogue of hate 
objects including politicians, journalists, immigrants 
and homosexuals but in recent years, its propaganda 
against homosexuals has intensified, becoming more 
vulgar and more hate-filled. The ND does not use the 
word homosexuals, but brands them a “perverted form 
of family formation”. 

The anti-homosexual propaganda of the NU and the 
National Socialist Front (NSF) is even nastier. The NSF 
touts the theory that homosexuality was invented by the 
Jews to undermine morality while the NU, like the ND, 
believes homosexuality equals paedophilia. 

The NU has publicly threatened homosexuals. 
An article claiming that homosexuality depends on 
racial degeneration stated, “if we Swedes cannot rid our 
society of this foreign element, we will be doomed”. 

Exposed to such filth, Rikard plotted to murder 
Anthony, even telling a girlfriend about his intentions on 
several occasions. The plan, it seems, was to kill Anthony, 
then dump his body into a frozen lake so that he would 
not be found for a couple of months. Rikard’s friend 
passed on this information to staff at the children’s home 
where she also lived but got no response. 

On several internet forums too Rikard spread rumours 
that Anthony was homosexual and girls with whom he 
had contact received messages saying “he has fucked 
with another guy [...] he is acting like a fucking gay, 
believe me. I would not be together with him if I was you”. 

On the night of the murder Rikard and Bobby 
received a call from Anthony asking them to bring 
some cigarettes to the home. Even though the home 
is some way from where the two boys lived, they took 
the subway and bus to meet Anthony, telling their 
parents they were going to a party. 

When they arrived it was 21:00 and visiting hours were 
over so they told Anthony to wait for 20 minutes and 
then sneak out of the building to join up with them to 
“go to a party”. When the boys teamed up again they 
started walking towards a Muslim cemetery a few 
hundred metres from the children’s home. 

Under questioning, Bobby said he thought he really 
was going to a party and had not known of Rikard’s 
plan. However, witnesses who said that Bobby had been 
with Rikard when the murder plot was hatched 
contradicted this. 

On the way to the cemetery Bobby, who had never met 
Anthony before, asked him if the rumours about him 
being homosexual were true. Anthony denied this and 
said he had been sexually abused by a man at another 
institution, which turned out to be true. 

Rikard called Anthony a liar and picked up a heavy 
piece of wood shaped like a baseball bat. After walking a 
little further, Rikard faked an incoming call on his 
mobile phone and told Anthony it was from a friend 
who was on his way to meet them for the party. 

He then told Anthony that the “friend” wanted to 
surprise him and asked him to take off his jacket and 
close his eyes. When he did as he was asked, Rikard 
smashed Anthony over the head with the make¬ 
shift weapon. 

After falling to the ground, he was bludgeoned by 
Rikard and kicked by Bobby until his skull was shattered 
and he was dead - murdered because a 13-year-old nazi 
thought he was a homosexual. 
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From Jeroen Bosch fo r Alert! and Antifa-Net in Utrecht 


YET ANOTHER PROVOCATIVE demonstration was 
staged by the Dutch People’s Union (NVU), the 
Netherlands’ oldest nazi party. This one took place in 
Arnhem, the home town of Constant Kusters, the NVU 
chairman, on 14 May. 

The slogans announced for the demonstration were: 
‘Against the European Constitution” and ‘Against 
Turkish entry to the European Union”. Although NVU 
marches usually have a hidden agenda of 
commemorating some historical Nazi date, this time 
there was no reference to one. 

Four years ago, the NVU adopted a so-called 
‘‘consensus” policy, under which it seeks to ensure that 
its demonstrations are strictly legal. This policy marked 
a step away from the party’s previous tactic of staging 
“spontaneous” marches and rallies, which led to 
numerous arrests. Apart from that, Kusters is running 
scared of finding himself behind bars again after serving 
six months in prison for multiple convictions for racism 
and violence. 

Even with advance publicity the NVU has never 
managed to get more than 80 people out on the streets 
and often more than half are German nazis. They have 
generally faced strong anti-fascist resistance, as in 
Kerkrade in 2001, when they only were allowed to get 
out of their cars for 15 minutes, and in Apeldoorn in 
2003, when they were prevented from entering the town 
at all. On other occasions the NVU has had to march 
through deserted industrial estates with only the police 
and pigeons watching. 

As a result the influence of the NVU on the political 
landscape is minimal, despite its proven capacity 
for causing trouble in the ranks of right-wingers in 
other parties. 

When it became clear that the NVU had received the 
permission of the court to march in a populated area 
behind Arnhem’s central station, local anti-fascists 
organised a counter-demonstration three times as big as 
the NVU’s. 


Before the NVU march had even started, the nazis 
found their route covered with anti-fascist slogans. 
Some local people had hung banners and posters from 
their windows with slogans such as “Refugees welcome” 
and “No human being is illegal”. 

The march almost started late because the police had 
to extract Udo Voigt, the leader of the German National 
Democratic Party, and his entourage out of a traffic jam. 
Voigt was paying his first public visit to the Netherlands. 

When it finally got going, the march once more showed 
the obsession of the Dutch police with maintaining public 
order. Nazis with fascist slogans on their clothes and 
big flags with Celtic Crosses prompted no intervention. 
On the other hand, anti-fascists were arrested on their 
own demonstration after refusing to follow police orders 
or identify themselves. The same old story. 

Where city councils go to court to try to prevent 
NVU marches, the courts invariably rule that the 
demonstration can take place on grounds of “freedom of 
speech”, revealing a grotesque lack of understanding of 
how the NVU actually uses this freedom: slogans 
honouring the Waffen SS in Rotterdam in 2002, swastika 
badges in Harderwijk in 2002, SS uniforms in The Hague 
in 2004 are just some examples. 

In Arnhem Kusters stated, “When Turkey has entered 
the EU, Israel will be the next country to join”. Afraid of 
prosecution, he did not expand on the theme but the 
antisemitic message was obvious. Two weeks later, 
however, on 28 May, Kusters did not need to hide his 
beliefs when he addressed a rally in Marienfels in 
Germany in support of the re-erection of a memorial in 
the local graveyard to the dead of the First SS 
Panzerkorps. 

After glorifying the history of the relationship between 
the village and the SS and blaming politics and anti¬ 
fascists for the removal of the memorial, Kusters called 
for a demonstration on 13 May next year at Marienfels in 
an attempt to add it to the growing calendar of annual 
nazi demonstrations. 
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Gypsies left 
out in the cold 


From Mara Vladimirova for Antifa-Net 
in Moscow 

NOBODY KNOWS EXACTLY how many Gypsies live in 
the Russian Federation. Some estimates say there are 
150,000, others put the figure as high as one million, 
out of a total Russian population of 144 million. 

Gypsies are traditionally nomadic tribes without a 
permanent place of residence and therefore are often 
miscounted in state censuses. Although they are 
nominally Russian citizens, they remain social “outlaws” 
and opt not to conform to a society that oppresses and 
discriminates against them. 

Russian Gypsies consist of two main groups, Roma 
and Luli. The Roma first appeared in Russia in the 16th 
century but came to Moscow and St Petersburg only at 
the beginning of the 19th century. 

Classic Russian literature of the 19th century painted 
a romantic image of Roma people as vivacious 
musicians, dancers and actors very popular with 
Russian aristocrats. This idealised image still exists in 
the heads of countless people but the sight of real 
Gypsies in the streets seems to provoke feelings of 
hostility, anger and fear of being robbed. 

The Roma are often regarded as “home Gypsies" with 
a more regular and fixed way of life, but few have higher 
Gypsies education and few are integrated in contemporary 

haunted by society. During the Soviet era, considerable energy was 

poverty spent on spreading communist ideas among the 

Photo: Gypsies to try to restrict their nomadic life and involve 

European them more in the process of collectivisation of society. 

Roma Rights During the Second World War Gypsies fought against 

Center Nazi Germany as soldiers of the Red Army. After the 

collapse of the USSR, however, the Gypsies returned to 
their traditional way of life as outsiders. 

The economic and social situation of Russian Gypsies 
is poor in general, but the Luli face the worst situation. 
This term covers numerous groups of Gypsies who came 
to Russia mainly from Tajikistan after the economic 
crises and civil wars in the Asian Republics between 
1992 and 1997. Nowadays, it is common to see mothers 
with several children sitting begging in the streets of the 
big cities, enduring the rigours of the rainy Russian 
autumn and cold winter. Many Russians mistake them 
for Tajiks because the Luli dress like Asian people and 
have an Asian appearance. 

Every facet of social, political and economic difficulty 
accompanies the life of Gypsies in Russia. According to 
research by the European Centre for the Rights of Roma 
People, Roma communities all over Russia live in deep 
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poverty, deprived of education, jobs, housing and 
medical help. 

Ordinary schools try to find ways not to accept Gypsy 
children. Where they are accepted, their attendance is 
rarely encouraged or enforced. Prejudice is so 
widespread that Russian pupils refuse to share tables 
with Gypsy children and a school textbook might 
contain a warning not to touch Gypsies because they 
“spread maladies”. 

The educational problems are compounded by the 
fact that most Roma, and especially Luli, do not speak 
Russian. But there are no special classes, schools or 
textbooks in their own languages. Discrimination in the 
health sector is rampant. In one case a Gypsy woman 
had to give birth to a child in a field after being rejected 
by a hospital’s emergency department. 

Oleg Gusev, a candidate for mayor of Yekaterinburg, 



I 


wanted to close down Roma settlements and recently 
Gypsies in the Archangel region were forced to go to 
court against a city government that wanted to drive 
them out of the region. Gypsies have even threatened to 
burn themselves in their houses if the authorities try 
to demolish buildings. 

The mass media play a big part in inciting hostility to 
Gypsies. A television documentary about beggars in 
Moscow stated that “it is Roma and Luli who control the 
begging business in the Russian capital and get much 
more money from this than those who run the 
petroleum business’'. It added that, for the purpose of 
this business, “Gypsies steal children, buy people as 
slaves, mutilate them and kill them when they cannot 
work any more”. One Russian person on the programme 
even suggested using napalm against Gypsy 
settlements. 

The mass media also claim that Gypsies are heavily 
involved in drug trafficking. As a result, “Gypsy” and 
“drug dealer” have become virtually synonymous. 
The police can, and do, make round-the-clock drugs 
raids on Roma and Luli settlements. If they cannot find 
drugs, police officers have been known to demand 
money or arrest people on trumped up charges and hold 
them for several days. Gypsies are generally detained 
longer than others arrested for the same crime and 
the police often beat them badly and sometimes even 
kill them. For example, in 2001 a Gypsy was killed in 
the police station at Khimki in the Moscow region. 
The resulting court case has been delayed six times. 

In the list of those towards whom Russians show 
xenophobic feelings, Gypsies come second only to 
Caucasians. It is difficult for Gypsies, and those 
who help them, to defend their rights against the state. 
Many are illiterate and have little legal knowledge. 
The easiest way for them to deal with the police is to give 
them cash. When extremists such as nazi skinheads 
attack them or they suffer discrimination, Gypsies rarely 
go to court because they know they will not win and can 
easily be turned into the accused. 

According to official figures, Gypsies commit 3% of all 
crimes in Russia. Many Gypsies do not deny that they 
act as drugs couriers and practise thieving. However, so- 
called “civilised” society leaves them with few options. 
Without proper papers, Gypsies who want to start 
working conventionally and legally seldom get jobs. It is 
claimed that police officers are reluctant to provide 
papers because they might lose their “pocket money”. 
Even with valid documents, Gypsies hardly ever find 
jobs because prejudice against them is so strong. 

There are other forms of discrimination. Regional 
governments refuse to sell land or apartments to 
Gypsies who want a settled existence. Increasingly, the 
newspapers of human rights organisations have 
published information about pogroms at Gypsy 
settlements, such as the one in Iskitim in the 
Novosibirsk region in April. 

Several organisations, including the Union of Roma 
Social Organisations and the International Romani 
Union, monitor the situation of the Roma people in 
Russia and try to help them preserve their specific 
culture and language and resist discrimination. 

The state envisages only two possibilities for Gypsies: 
integrate into society and in effect stop being Gypsies, 
or live in circumstances that are almost impossible to 
survive and so disappear as an ethnic group. Faced with 
this choice, Gypsies invariably choose to retain 
their freedom from the state and suffer the risks of 
remaining outsiders. 


BELGIUM 

Racist radio with a 
tiny audience 

From Wim Haelsterman for 
AFF-VerzeVResistances in Brussels 


THE FLEMISH FAR-RIGHT Vlaams Belang (VB) has 
launched its own radio station, named after the 
frequency on which it broadcasts from Jtilich in 
Germany, near the Belgian border. 

Because of its recent conviction for racism, the 
VB chose to place its radio station out of the reach 
of the authorities in Belgium, where political 
parties are not allowed to own radio or television 
networks. 

A political party running its own radio station is 
unprecedented in Belgium. This is a move by the VB 
to address its claimed lack of media attention and 
what it alleges is negative coverage. The claims are 
unjustified as detailed surveys have repeatedly 
demonstrated that the VB gets considerably more 
than its legitimate share of airtime. Fortunately, it 
is very unlikely that many people will hear the 
racist propaganda because the broadcasts are 
restricted to digital radio. 

Jurgen Verstrepen, a VB MP since 2004 and a well 
known former controversial “talk radio” host, plays 
a central role at the station but its first broadcasts 
were rather uninspiring, if not plain dull. All they 
have done so far is to interview far-right 
personalities and invite them to spit venom at a 
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largely absent audience - the station has suffered 
numerous technical problems. 







Widespread support 
for boycott call 

From Tor Bach for Monitor and 
Antifa-Net in Oslo 

THE OSLO ANTIRACIST CENTRE has called for a boycott 
of the Democrats, a splinter group from the anti¬ 
immigrant Progress Party, in the forthcoming general 
election. 

“For the first time since 1942, a political party has 
promoted the use of military power against a 
Norwegian religious minority,” said Nadeem Butt, 
director of the Antiracist Centre in a press statement. 
The call by Amund Garfors, the leader of the 
Democrats in the county of Nordland, for the Home 
Guard to be used against Muslims has placed the 
Democrats in the historical tradition of the wartime 
Nazi puppet Vidkun Quisling, the statement explained. 

“To the Antiracist Centre”, continued Butt, “one of 
Vidar Kleppe the most important issues is an inclusive democracy 
(right), leader that encompasses everybody, independent of faith or 
of the origin. The Democrats stand for the complete opposite 

Democrats, of this. We see that youngsters from minority 
with the backgrounds strive to enter arenas such as the jobs 

notorious and housing markets. What kind of trust will they have 
right-wing in Norwegian democracy when a political party wants 
extremist Tord to use the Home Guard against Muslims?” 

F. Morsund Outrage against the Democrats erupted after 
Garfors said the state should ensure that all members 
of the Home Guard have functioning weapons at home 
ready to be used against the Muslim minority. Several 
other Democrats spokesmen have made similarly 
outrageous statements, and it has emerged that 
several of the party’s parliamentary candidates have 
been connected with hardcore racist organisations. 

The Antiracist Centre has called upon pupils’ 
councils in schools not to invite the Democrats to 
school election meetings and urged young people 
to stand up and turn their backs on any speakers 
from the Democrats who turn up. All the political 
youth organisations, from the revolutionary Red 
Youth to the Young Conservatives, have formed a 
united front against the Democrats and branded the 
party racist. 

To assist the campaign against the Democrats 
Searchlights Norwegian sister magazine, Monitor , has 
set up a special website with information on the 
Democrats, their candidates, their politics, their 
political connections and their scandalous 
statements. 

Jan Simonsen, who represents the Democrats in 
parliament, was expelled from the Progress Party 
after a television programme exposed his strange 
connections with a person who was convicted for 



acting as a pimp for underage boys. In this year’s 
election campaign Simonsen is campaigning on a law 
and order platform with the slogan “Tough against 
the tough”. 

Another prominent Democrat, Odd Victor Jorgensen, 
is also a defector from the Progress Party. When he 
was nominated on a local election candidates’ list for 
the Progress Party, Jorgensen failed to inform the 
party that he had served a one-year sentence for 
robbery in the late 1970s. 

When the story broke in the press, it caused raised 
eyebrows in the hardline law-and-order party. Since 
then, he has shifted his loyalty to the Democrats. 
Despite Simonsen’s much proclaimed toughness 
on crime, the Democrats do not seem to have a 
problem with appointing a convicted robber as their 
deputy leader. 

The Norwegian Association Against Antisemitism is 
backing the Antiracist Centre’s boycott call. “This is a 
form of action to which we can give our wholehearted 
support”, said the Association’s newly elected 
president, Terje Emberland. “All historic experience 
shows that the kind of statements we see from the 
Democrats only create hate, suspicion and 
persecution.” 

Emberland, a respected historian of religion and an 
expert on Norway’s wartime history, points out the 
importance of involving youth organisations. “A vital 
and inclusive democracy is dependent on people who 
shout out their warnings in time.” 

The Democrats themselves have been trying hard to 
brand their opponents as “leftwing extremists” but 
have had no success. 
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Blood and Honour kept out of city square 


From Martina Renner for Antifa-Net in Jena 


A BIG LOCAL anti-fascist mobilisation chalked up a 
notable victory against a mob of nazis from the banned 
Blood and Honour organisation in Jena, east Germany, 
on 11 June. The nazis from across Europe were in town 
for a so-called People’s Festival. 

Opposition to the nazi rally started before dawn. 
By 4:00 around 500 anti-fascists and local people had 
taken over the site of the nazi festival, a square in the 
east of the city. Local councillors and city officials linked 
arms with masked youths to resist police demands to 
vacate the area for the nazis. 

The determination of the anti-fascists stemmed from 
the fact that a court had the previous day overruled a 
decision by the city council to ban the festival - for 
which the application was submitted by the local 
branch of the National Democratic Party of Germany 
(NPD) - because it was “a rock concert”. 

The court and city council did not apparently take 
into account well founded suspicions that the event was 
being staged as part of an attempted revival of Blood 
and Honour, banned in Germany since 2001 on 
the grounds that it was a militant extremist network. 
They ignored extensive evidence gathered by anti¬ 
fascist researchers which proved that the advertised 
bands and speakers were up to their necks in Blood and 
Honour’s international structures. 

The bands Nothung from Sweden and Brigade M from 
the Netherlands, for example, are notorious Blood and 
Honour bands, while the featured key international 
speakers double as leaders of their own national Blood 
and Honour sections. They included Thomas Olund 
from Blood and Honour Sweden, Stephen Swinfen, a 
leader of the declining British section, Tim Mudde from 
Blood and Honour in the Netherlands and Nick Giohalas 
from Resistance Hellas, the network’s Greek section. 

The Jena authorities unfortunately took their lead 
from the regional internal secret service in Thuringen, 
the Landesamt fur Verfassungsschutz, which, as 
recently as last year, was ineptly insisting that 
continuing contacts between members of the 
outlawed Blood and Honour were “purely private”. 
This was despite the contribution by local nazi rockers 
to a sampler CD with the title Blood & Honour - trotz 
Verbot nicht tot (despite the ban, not dead) and the 
police raids carried out at the end of 2003 because of 
strong suspicions that Blood and Honour was still 
functioning. Indeed it operates to this day. The central 
leadership of Blood and Honour in Thuringen has 
merely adorned itself with a new name, Division 28 - 
Thuringen Section. 

Even so, the city council did not hand the nazis the 
prime city centre venue they wanted but offered an area 


nearby on which anti-fascists had applied in February to 
hold a commemoration ceremony. 

There is no doubt that the nazis would have tried to 
set up their stage had the site not been taken over by its 
rightful occupants. This anti-fascist success story 
should, at this point, have come to a happy end, marked 
by the sight of humiliated nazis scurrying out of the city 
via the railway station and motorway. 

It was not to be. Incredibly, the authorities found a 
new venue for the nazis on an industrial estate. 
At noon, in a city centre plastered with posters saying 
“No place for nazis”, there began a previously planned 
civic protest against the nazis, which included a 
German-French brass band, an arts programme and 
Jena university sports teams waving red cards in the air. 
Most of the participants remained unaware that 
elsewhere in the city the police had, indeed, found a 
place for the several hundred boneheads and nazis who 
had poured into the city. 

As it turned out, the nazis, all dressed up - they had 
had to buy cheap shoes from a local discount shop after 
being told to leave their military-style boots in their 
vehicles - and with nowhere to go but the industrial 
estate, soon got bored. 

Towards noon there was a brief flurry of activity 
among the police, who had been standing around 
listlessly, when they suddenly started up the engines of 
the two water cannon on standby and word went round 
that “anti-fascists are on their way”. 

About 4,000 people from the two anti-fascist 
demonstrations had started to make their way to 
Lobeda, an area of town where the nazi festival 
organisers operate out of an extreme right-wing 
living project and centre based in a former restaurant. 
The anti-fascists reached Lobeda but ended there, 
confronted by a phalanx of police, yapping hounds, 
armoured vehicles and water cannon, all blocking the 
route to the industrial estate. 

On the whole, the day was a defeat for the nazis who 
had to hold their rally in an edge-of-town industrial 
estate under the watchful eyes of hundreds of police. 
Another sour note was struck, however, by Jena’s 
Liberal Democrat mayor, Peter Rohlinger, who, it 
seems, was unable to pass up the opportunity to insult 
some of the younger anti-fascist demonstrators by 
claiming that their militant attitude had frightened 
local people. 


On pages 22 and 23 of our April edition we published several 
photographs of a nazi demonstration in Dresden. All of them 
should have been credited to Johannes Zerger of Antifa-Net. 
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Nazi sympathy 
still current in 
Austrian society 

From Karl Pfeifer in Vienna 

SIXTY YEARS ON from the end of the Second World War 
and 50 years after Austria officially became a neutral 
state, some politicians still sympathise with National 
Socialism, deny its crimes and see Austria as a victim 
rather than a perpetrator of Nazism. 

In April Siegfried Kampl, a member of the upper house 
of parliament, left few doubts about where he stood 
when he labelled deserters from Nazi Germany’s armed 
forces, the Wehrmacht, “murderers of their comrades”. 
Kampl, who represents the Alliance for Austria’s Future 
(BZO), the new party led by the right-wing extremist Jorg 
Haider, also complained about the “brutal persecution 
of Nazis” after 1945. 

Events soon showed that Kampl was far from alone. 
John Gudenus, a member of parliament for Haider’s 
former party, the Freedom Party (FPO), more than once 
expressed his doubts about the existence of Nazi gas 
chambers, assisted by a recent ruling from the state 
prosecutor that such doubts are permitted. 

Gudenus, a retired army colonel, declared that gas 
chambers existed in Poland but not in the Third Reich. 
The state prosecutor has launched an inquiry and called 
for abolition of his parliamentary immunity. Gudenus’s 
message was clear: there was no mass extermination of 
Jews by the Nazis. But no one should hold their breath 
waiting for a guilty verdict, because prominent 
politicians are seldom convicted for denying the 
Holocaust although laws forbidding nazi activities have 
been used against critical journalists. 

Kampl and Gudenus were both forced to leave their 
parties but refuse to resign their parliamentary seats. 
Kampl, who was to have occupied the rotating post of 
president of the upper house from 1 July, almost 
plunged Austria into national crisis with his outburst and 
seriously damaged the country’s international image. 

Instead, ironically, he helped to achieve “national 
unity” by prompting all the country’s parliamentary 
parties to vote unanimously to change the constitution 
and stop him from taking up the presidential post, which 
would have made him the third highest representative of 
the Austrian Republic. 

Kampl, 69, who comes from Haider’s stronghold in 
Carinthia, spoke about his father Franz Kampl, who 
joined the illegal Nazi party in 1934 and was 
supposedly persecuted after the liberation of Austria in 
1945. The facts are that Franz Kampl was a Nazi 
Ortsgruppenleiter (local group leader) who had 
denounced a neighbour to the Gestapo for expressing 
his opposition to the Nazis. He was arrested by the 
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British Field Police in July 1945 and interned until July 
1947. In 1948 an Austrian court sentenced him to 10 
months in prison. However in consideration of his 
internment he did not serve the sentence. 

Haider, who is governor of Carinthia, rushed to the 
defence of his friend on television. Haider claimed that 
he too was traumatised as a “Nazi child” because his 
mother, a former Nazi, “had to clean the floor in front of 
former concentration camp inmates”. 

Chancellor Wolfgang Schussel tearfully declared, at a 
ceremony commemorating the fiftieth anniversary of the 
treaty that guaranteed Austria’s neutrality, that nobody 
who diminishes the crimes of the Nazis should be part 
of Austria’s democratic institutions. However his tears 
have now dried and he has given Haider a clean bill of 
health by describing him as a “constructive personality”. 
This, more than the predictable remarks of the likes of 
Kampl and Gudenus, is a scandal, as is the fact that the 
FPO has been a coalition partner in the Austrian 
government since 2000. 

Rehabilitation of Nazis in Austria has a long and 
rather dishonourable history, beginning with the 
Austrian declaration of independence on 27 April 1945, 
when Nazis were welcomed back into the bosom of 
society as members of the “community of the people”. 

Postwar Austria was built on the lie that not only the 
Austrian state but also Austrian society was the “first 
victim of Nazism”. The strategy of cultural repression 
that followed insisted on screening out any memory of 
entanglement with National Socialism by reconstructing 
an ideology of traditional “Austrianism” which played 
down Austrian antisemitism and praised Austrian 
patriotism. In addition, thanks to its militant anti¬ 
communism in the Cold War, Austria, was declared the 
easternmost bastion of Western democracy. 

But the fact is that the Nazis’ “Final Solution of the 
Jewish Question” found fertile soil in Austria and, 
despite all the declarations to the contrary, 
antisemitism is still widespread. According to a recent 
survey, 42% of Austrians agree with the statement, 
“Jews are exploiting the memory of the Nazi 
extermination of the Jews for their own purposes” and 
45% agree that, “Now, as in the past, Jews exert too 
much influence on world events”. 

Austria continues to propagate the myth that it was 
only the victim of National Socialism, despite admitting 
that many Austrians were perpetrators. We Austrians, 
so the legend has it, do not have to worry, it was only a 
minority that was involved in Nazi crimes. 

This is a strategy aimed at exonerating the majority of 
Austrians who profited directly or indirectly from National 
Socialism. Unfortunately, it applies to the attitudes of 
many who were brought up in the postwar period. 

There was undoubtedly a not very strong, nor very 
popular, Austrian resistance to which those who 
deserted from the Nazi Wehrmacht contributed. 
However, even today the Austrian social security system 
discriminates against these deserters, compared to 
former SS members and Wehrmacht soldiers. Siegfried 
Kampl spoke for a continuation of this appalling 
discrimination when he reacted to a proposal by the 
Greens to rehabilitate the deserters. 

Austria has a mental block about the period from 
March 1938 to April 1945 and does not like to be 
reminded of it, especially when the ruling conservative 
Austrian People’s Party, which actively trumpets the 
“victim” myth, has allied itself with those who explicitly 
or implicitly try to diminish the unique crimes of 
National Socialism. 
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Duke conference 
draws European 
racists 


By Leonard Zeskind for 
IREHR and Antifa-Net 

AT A CONFERENCE on 20-22 May in New Orleans, 
David Duke projected the image of a young and 
vigorous “European American” movement that is just 
ten years away from spectacular growth in size and 
political power. Over 300 eager antisemites and racists 
attended, and speakers travelled from Sweden, 
Germany, France, Canada and the UK, as well as from 
across the United States. The number of visitors 
from Europe was testimony of Duke’s personal appeal 
on both sides of the Atlantic, as well as the flushed 
finances necessary to fund so many overseas airfares. 

From the UK came Nick Griffin to boast about the 
British National Party’s successes in the general election, 
Simon Darby and Jackie Griffin both from the BNP, and 
Lady Michele Renouf. Duke touted Renouf as an 
“incredible beauty” and television star (she apparently 
once made commercials) who put her career on hold for 
the more important task of exposing - and here was the 
new catchword of the day - “Jewish supremacism”. 
For her part, Renouf told the crowd that her major 
accomplishment was “standing on the platform” with 
the likes of Duke and friends. 

From Sweden came Vavra Suk and Lennart Berg. The 
publisher of a Swedish edition of Duke’s newest book, 
entitled Jewish Supremacism, Berg had also arranged a 
recent speaking tour for Duke that included stops in 
Gothenburg, Helsingborg and Stockholm. Duke claims 
that he spoke to overflow crowds at each stop and that 
the Swedish edition of his book was going “like a best¬ 
seller”. Berg was more circumspect in his remarks to the 
New Orleans conference, emphasising the importance 
of finding a way to talk openly about the “Jewish 
Question” without violating the local hate speech laws 
and landing in jail. 

Suk, a native of the former Czechoslovakia who had 
migrated to Sweden and become a member of the anti¬ 
immigrant National Democrats (ND), was also careful 
about making great claims of victory. While Duke 
wanted to emphasise the few municipal council seats 
that the ND had won, Suk was more interested in the 
particulars of trans-national Aryan unity. 

Germany was represented by Markus Haverkamp of 
the NPD and France by Jean-Michel Girard, a member 
of the National Front. And Paul Fromm, a Canadian 


activist, revisited his so-called scientific racism 
arguments, a theme he struck at a similar conference 
that Duke sponsored last year. 

This year’s event differed from its predecessor in 
several respects. There were more people this year 
and the presence of European activists dominated 
much of the proceedings. More importantly, the 
strategic focus shifted. The focus in 2004 was to 
welcome Duke home after his release from a nine- 
month term in prison for tax evasion. The conference 
resulted in a pact between several of the 
organisations attending not to attack one another, 
thus taking a tiny step towards creating a unified 
front. They also pledged not to promote any strategies 
that required terrorist violence. 

This year they ostensibly aimed at building on any 
advances made during the intervening year, primarily in 
the field of local electoral politics. Towards this end, 
Duke repeated his mantra that “local politics is the soft 
underbelly” of the political establishment - and most of 
his European speakers were wheeled out to prove this 
point. But among the roster of American speakers, only 
Duke’s campaigns were represented, campaigns that are 
now over a dozen years old. There was nothing new. 
No advice to give American white nationalists a handle 
on what might be their tasks at hand. 

The American line-up simply promoted the same 
clump of National Socialists (neo-Nazi) ideologues 
who have carried water in years past. Ed Fields re¬ 
enacted his standard Der Sturmer shtick. Don Black 
talked bravely about the tens of thousands of daily 
hits on his Stormfront website, but had little useful to 
say about converting his cyberspace comrades into a 
real world political force. And Ron Doggett talked 
about local activism, but failed to explain the after¬ 
effects of the many organisational turnovers that he 
had witnessed. 

Over three decades, Doggett has bought tabloids from 
Duke’s old Knights of the Ku Klux Klan, only to watch as 
that Klan was riven apart by personalities looking for 
money and power. Doggett marched with the White 
Patriot Party in North Carolina, a group that dissolved 
after its own Gruppenfuhrer became a government 
witness against his own kinsmen. Most recently, Doggett 
was close-up and personal as the National Alliance 
splintered after the death of William Pierce. 

For the Americans present, the unspoken subtext to 
the weekend’s events was the most recent schism inside 
the National Alliance. Although one of the factions held 
a private caucus of National Alliance members and 
former members, much remains unanswered about the 
split’s long term consequences. But there should be no 
question about whose side Duke is on in that slugfest. 

For the second time, he brought forward Kevin Strom, 
the former National Alliance radio voice, as an 
intelligent and dedicated leader. Strom had just that 
month launched his own organisation, calling it the 
National Vanguard, and was claiming for it Pierce’s 
ideological mantle. He spoke glowingly of a future 
movement with millions of followers that would soon 
seize the citadels of power and build anew a white world 
reaching for the metaphorical heavens. 

The “heavens” are usually the location of 
theologically based wish lists, not the centre of the real 
world. And that, in the end, is the problem troubling 
Strom, Duke and their similarly national socialist- 
minded minions. Their version of white nationalism 
most often presents itself these days as a faith and a 
dream, and not as politics. 
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Fascist salutes 
and chants for 
'ultra’ leader’s 
send-off 

By Alfio Bernabei 

FURTHER EVIDENCE THAT Italian football has 
become a breeding ground for fascist thugs came last 
month at a funeral held in Rome that provided the 
occasion for a brazen display of the nazi-fascist salute 
in a public place. 

As the coffin of Paolo Zappavigna was carried out of 
a church in the Casalbertone district, hundreds of 
mourners raised their right arms and chanted “Sieg 
Heil! Sieg Heil!”. The scene was witnessed by young 
fans in their early teens who joined in the chanting. 
The presence of some famous footballers among the 
mourners was an indication that active collusion may 
exist between internationally known teams such as 
Roma AS and their rightwing supporters. 

Zappavigna, 40, was the manager of the “Roma 
Boys”, a club that gathers the staunchest supporters of 
the Roma AS team. They form a feared army of black 
t-shirt clad “ultras” with nazi skinhead haircuts, well 
known for their fascist sympathies and chants of 
“Duce! Duce! Duce!” in stadiums up and down the 
country. Zappavigna organised their activities and 
informed their politics. 

News of his death in a motorcycle accident provoked 
a wave of sympathy even among the fascist supporters 
of Lazio, the rival local team that was recently fined 
€25,000 (£16,500) for “apologia of nazi fascism”. 
Rivalries were put aside for a day and the Lazio fans 
helped to swell the crowds at the funeral that the press 
described as like that of a “head of state”, complete 
with a paramilitary style servizio d’ordine mounted by 
fans dressed in black. As well as “Sieg Heil” hundreds 
chanted: “Onore al camerata!” the salute given to 
fascist heroes under Mussolini, and “Boia chi Molla”, 
the dictator’s favourite incitement to stay united. It 
translates as “accursed be those who let go”. 

But what was perhaps most unexpected was the 
attendance of some of the best known Roma AS 
players, accompanied by their captain Francesco 
Totti and their trainer. This indicated the close links 
that exist between the team and their far-right 



supporters and can only be interpreted as a form of 
encouragement to their activities in and outside the 
stadiums. 

Some politicians also turned up to pay their respects, 
including Teodoro Bontempo, an MP for the Alleanza 
Nazionale, the party lead by Gianfranco Fini, currently 
Italy’s Foreign Minister. Bontempo’s fascist sympathies 
have been noted before. According to press reports he 
was among the politicians who welcomed the fascist 
terrorist Massimo Morsello on his return to Rome after 
years of exile in London as a fugitive from justice. 
Fini is in no position to criticise Bontempo, as he was 
himself a fascist for nearly three decades before Silvio 
Berlusconi brought him into his first government. 

As the scenes at Zappavigna’s funeral demonstrated 
the increasing confidence fascists nowadays display in 
public and how the kind of fascism cultivated in the 
sports environment can easily spill out and manifest 
itself in open society, the country was sharply 
reminded of how in the all too recent past the State 
itself used fascists as terrorists and then protected 
them so that they could evade justice. Last month, 
36 years after the terrorist attack at the Banca 
Dell’Agricoltura in Milan, which killed 16 people and 
wounded 84, the Court of Cassation, Italy’s highest 
court, ruled that in spite of definite proof of nazi- 
fascist involvement in the outrage, the case cannot be 
reopened because too much time has elapsed and it 
has become impossible to prove individual 
responsibilities beyond any reasonable doubt. 

Thus three nazi-fascists, Delfo Zorzi, Carlo Maria 
Maggi and Giancarlo Rognoni, who were found guilty 
and given life sentences in lune 2001, then acquitted 
by the Court of Appeal in March 2004, have now been 
acquitted for good. Two other fascists, Franco Freda 
and Giovanni Ventura, whose involvement in the 
planning of the Milan bombing was the subject of 
separate enquiries, are also free, thanks to an acquittal 
in 1987 that has become virtually irreversible, 
although more recent investigations point to their role 
in the outrage. 

According to the testimony of Gianadelio Maletti, a 
former general in the Italian secret service, the terrorist 
attack in Milan was organised because “the CIA wanted 
to prevent Italy from moving further to the left and 
sought the help of the far right, in particular Ordine 
Nuovo. Explosives arrived from Germany and reached 
an extreme rightwing group in the Veneto region.” 

Ordine Nuovo was the creation of Pino Rauti, the 
nazi-fascist who as recently as 2001 made an electoral 
pact with Berlusconi’s Forza Italia party to secure 
victories for the right in Sicily. “The relatives of the 16 
victims of the bombing at the Banca Dell’Agricoltura 
are simply nauseated”, said their lawyer Federico 
Sinicato. “Here we go again with a page of history 
shrouded in mystery. Some of the documents we 
submitted to the Court of Cassation were not even read 
by the judges.” 

The Banca Dell’Agricoltura bombing is not the only 
terrorist outrage that remains a “mystery”. Italians are 
well aware that the politicians who were in government 
at the time knew very well the nazi-fascists who were 
carrying out the attacks but have decided to remain 
silent to protect themselves and those who were 
behind the “strategy of tension”. “If you want to know 
the truth about the bombing at the Banca 
Dell’Agricoltura ask Giulio Andreotti [former prime 
minister] and Pino Rauti [a nazi-fascist]”, said former 
Attorney-General Gerardo D’Ambrosio. 
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20 years ago 

July 1985 

Spreading plague 
of violence 


This month has again brought 
reports of racist terror from 
several parts of the country. 
Since the start of the 
Newham 7 trial local NF 
heavies with support from 
outside the area have re¬ 
started provocative street 
sales of papers, including 
Bulldog, a publication now 
assumed to be illegal. 
Since the fascists’ return, 
reports have been coming in 
of a series of vicious attacks 
on black people in north and 
east London. 

In Waltham Forest three young Asians were attacked by a large gang of 
racists while waiting for a bus. Raymond Seedin, 18, had his throat 
slashed and nearly died. Three men, one a juvenile, have been arrested for 
the attack. 

In Plaistow a black worker aged 40 was attacked by six men and badly 
cut by bottles. 

In Wanstead a garage and car belonging to an Asian were destroyed in 
an arson attack. 




NEW STAMPING GROUND 
FOR COLUMN 88 BOSS 



TERROR ON THE TERRACES 
NF thugs who foul up football 


10 years ago 

July 1995 

Belgium: 
Elections leave 
far right 
stronger 

The far right strengthened its 
representation in the Belgian 
parliamentary elections of 21 
May, compared to its results 
in the last election on 24 
November 1991, the so- 
called Black Sunday. 

The Flemish fascist Vlaams 
Blok (VB) scored 475,677 
votes in the elections for 
the Lower House, compared 
to 405,247 votes in 1991. 
In national terms this 
amounts to 7.8 per cent, an increase of 1.2 per cent over 1991. 
However in Flanders the VB now represents 12.3 per cent of voters, a rise 
of 2 per cent. Antwerp remains its stronghold, with 23.1 per cent of votes 
going to the party. 

The increased vote gives the VB 11 seats in the lower house, out of a 
total of 150 MPs, making the party a significant force. It also gained three 
seats in the senate, 15 in the Flemish council, the parliament of Flanders, 
and 20 in the Brussels council, which governs the Brussels region. 
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1945 was a victory won by the extraordinary heroism of ordinary 
people, a defeat for a politics that begins with hate your neighbour 
and ends in gas chambers. Today the fascists' blackshirts 
have been swapped for suits, but the danger hasn't changed. 
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Without a doubt the UKIP’s fraught history of 
infighting and personality clashes is a real barrier to its 
growth. Knapman made no secret for his disdain for 
Kilroy-Silk, finding him egocentric and power hungry, 
and Kilroy-Silk made no secret of his desire to lead the 
party. When Kilroy-Silk left, Knapman vowed to “break 
open the champagne”. Such public displays of disunity 
reduce any party’s electoral appeal. Added to this, 
Kilroy-Silk’s ability to make wild statements in the press 
led to a perception of the party as a bit of a joke. 

Focus on immigration 

The UKIP has always fared better in European Union 
elections than in domestic ones. It was formed as a 
single-issue party opposed to the EU and single 
currency and has struggled to prove its relevance 
beyond this area. 

This year was the first time it had really tried to shift 
its agenda and translate its policies to the home front. 
But the party may have been constrained by the 
limitations imposed by the narrow focus formed at 
its conception. 

Most problematically for the UKIP, Europe 
really did not emerge as a serious election 
issue among the main political parties - and 
the press for the most part enabled this 
omission. This frustrated the UKIP, which 
maintained that the question of Europe could not be 
separated from domestic affairs because according 
to the UKIP most laws affecting the UK are made 
in Brussels. 

It benefited both the Tories and Labour for the 
election campaign not to focus on Europe. 

It would have raised uncomfortable questions 
of referendums and highlighted big splits 
within these parties, especially the Tories. 

But it meant the UKIP had to push 
other aspects of its agenda more 
forcefully - most notably its newly 
formulated tough stance on 
immigration. While this issue was 
always a concern to the UKIP, until this 
general election it had never played such an 
important role as the European question. 

Last September, while still in the UKIP, 

Kilroy-Silk made a hardline speech calling for a 
cap of 100,000 immigrants a year. He also pledged 
that should the UKIP ever come to power, it would 
withdraw from the Geneva Convention on 
Refugees. This indicated that the UKIP was planning 
to challenge the Tories, and indeed the BNP, 
head-on for protest votes against the 
Labour government. 


As the election campaign progressed, the UKIP urged 
its supporters not to be “part-time patriots” and to turn 
out and vote for the party to “get our country back”. 
Knapman said that only withdrawal from the EU would 
restore Britain’s control over its borders. He also called 
for immigrants to the UK to take a “Britishness” test 
which they would have to retake until they passed. 

The attempt to win the nationalist vote was a tactical 
decision. To focus on Europe alone would have brought 
very little success. In recent years the question of Europe 
has been closely tied with immigration and asylum by 
press and politicians alike - allowing the UKIP to 
broaden its agenda to include a stronger anti¬ 
immigration position. 

Veritas likewise made sure that the issues of Europe, 
immigration and asylum were inextricably linked, 
declaring, “We will withdraw from the EU - and control 
who comes into Britain ... we’ll end the government’s 
open door policy”. 

But, unfortunately for the UKIP, the Conservative 
leader Michael Howard adopted such a hard line on 
both immigration and asylum that it became difficult for 
the UKIP to carve out a separate position on this issue. 
The UKIP’s attempt to do so may have backfired, as the 
party took its argument so far that it began to look like a 
parody of itself. Because both the Labour and Tory 
voices were already strong on immigration and asylum, 
the UKIP’s message failed to resonate. 

The recently formed Veritas also pushed the 
immigration and asylum issue to the utmost and also 
fared poorly. Veritas had vowed to challenge spin and 
“political correctness”, promising that it would “openly 
and fearlessly speak up for Britain and the British way of 
life”. The BNP admitted being worried at Veritas’s 
inception, conceding it to be a real threat: “We have to 
acknowledge that a big push by Kilroy-Silk’s Vanity party 
is likely to take votes from the BNP at the 
forthcoming General Election. 
—^ 'v At first sight therefore, this 

i' s FLAT f ) makes its launch a serious blow 

^ _to our hopes for the future.” 

This proved not to be the case. 
Kilroy-Silk, contesting the Derbyshire 
constituency of Erewash, came fourth 
behind Labour, the Tories and the Lib Dems. 
He recorded only 2,957 votes (5.85%), although 
he did beat the UKIP candidate who received 
only 941 votes (1.86%). 

While the UKIP and Veritas proved 
to be damp squids in terms of the 
votes they received, we can still 
learn from their campaigns and 
performance. Clearly the UKIP 
has problems expanding 
beyond the single issue of 
Europe - even its name holds it 
back from translating to the wider 
stage. But, as we saw from the formation of 
Veritas, a gap exists in British politics 
where many voters are expressing feelings 
of marginalisation and dissatisfaction 
towards the mainstream parties. It is in this 
context that we need to take the threat of the 
UKIP and Veritas seriously. It is not that they 
necessarily have the ability to make a major 
breakthrough themselves, but there is a climate of 
discontent that is there for exploitation by 
right-wing populists who propagate a 
message of exclusion and fear. 
















